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FOREWORD 
by the 
PRESIDENT, 


FOURTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, 
~ COPENHAGEN, AUGUST 1953 


I was greatly pleased when I was first informed by the International 
Trust for Zoological Nomenclature of its proposal to organise a repre- 
sentative international Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature to 
meet in Copenhagen during the week preceding the opening of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology for the purpose of giving 
detailed preliminary consideration to the important and numerous 
problems of zoological nomenclature which, as I knew, were to be sub- 
mitted to the Congress. 


By sitting continuously from 29th July to 4th August, the eve of 
the Congress, the Colloquium was able to examine in detail the intricate 
and difficult problems which had been referred to it. This made it 
possible for the Colloquium during the actual week of the Congress to 
produce the draft of a Report dealing with all the matters which figured 
on its long Agenda. This draft proved of the utmost value when it 
came to be discussed at meetings held jointly between the Section on 
Nomenclature of the Congress, the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature and the Colloquium. The Report, as finally 
adopted bythe Colloquium at the close of the last of these meetings— 
held on the afternoon of Monday, 10th August—was later approved 
and adopted by the International Commission by which it was formally 
submitted to the Section on Nomenclature by which, in turn, it was 
also approved and adopted. These two bodies were able thereupon 
to submit the Report to the Congress as embodying their joint recom- 
mendations as to the action which it was desirable should be taken 
by the Congress. The adoption of the Report at the Final Concilium 
Plenum held on the afternoon of Wednesday, 12th August, gave to the 
proposals in the Report the official seal of the approval of the Congress. 
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One of the recommendations in the Report so approved was that 
the Congress should adopt a Resolution recommending that, in anticipa- 
tion of the publication of the Reégles as amended and extended by the 
Copenhagen Congress—which, however rapidly carried through, would 
inevitably take some time—zoologists should guide themselves in their 
work by the Copenhagen decisions as soon as these were officially 
promulgated. At this point, the International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature came forward with a very welcome offer itself very rapidly 
to publish as a separate book, the Official Record of the decisions of the 
Copenhagen Congress, as set out in the Report of the Colloquium. 


It gives me great pleasure, as President of the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology, to express my grateful thanks and those 
of my colleagues to the International Trust both for organising the 
Colloquium, which contributed so largely to the success and wide scope 
of the decisions on zoological nomenclature taken by the Congress, 
and also for undertaking responsibility for the speedy publication of 
those decisions. For both these services the zoologists and palaeonto- 
logists of the world are greatly in the debt of the International Trust. 


R. SPARCK, 
President of the Congress. 


XIV INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, 
Krystalgade 27, 

COPENHAGEN K, 

Denmark. 


PREFATORY NOTE 
by 


THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COLLOQUIUM ON 
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, COPENHAGEN, 1953 


The Report of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature, now published 
by the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, is, in form, a document, 
in which the Colloquium submitted to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature a series of recommendations for the amplification, 
extension and amendment of the Régles Internationales de la Nomenclature 
Zoologique. That Report was, however, approved and adopted, first, by the 
International Commission and by the Section on Nomenclature of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, and, second. 
on the joint recommendation of these bodies, by the Congress itself at its 
Final Conciliwm Plenum held on the afternoon of Wednesday, 12th August, 
1953. The Report accordingly constitutes the Official Record of the decisions 
in regard to the wording of the Régles, the composition and procedure of the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and the work of the 
International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature. For reasons explained 
elsewhere in the present volume (pp. 101-103), there is, however, one matter 
affecting the Aégles, namely, the language to be adopted for the substantive 
text, which was dealt with in the Report of the Colloquium but which was not 
settled on the basis of the recommendation drawn up by that body. The 
decision ultimately reached in regard to this question is set out in a Minute 
which I have now received from the President of the Congress and which 
forms Document No. 2 in the present volume (pp. 127 et seq.). 


The Colloquium’s Report is thus an indispensable work of reference to 
all systematists at least until the publication of the revised text of the Régles 
embodying the decisions taken by the Paris (1948) Congress as extended 
and amended by the Copenhagen (1953) Congress. For some time to come 
the Report of the Colloquium will be the only source from which specialists 
will be able to obtain particulars of the decisions taken at Copenhagen, for, 
however rapidly the task of preparing the revised text of the Reégles is carried 
through, some considerable time will be required, first, for the preparation 
and publication of the draft text, forthe provision to specialists of an opportunity 
to comment upon the accuracy of that text, for the consideration of comments 
so received from specialists, and, when decisions have been taken on the points 
so raised, for the publication and promulgation of the revised text so approved 


The various provisions recommended in the Report of the Colloquium 
will not formally come into operation until the first day of January in the 
calendar year following that in which the revised Régles are published. The 
Colloquium, recognised, however, that serious inconvenience and even confusion 
would be likely to arise if, after the publication of its Report, there were to 
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be an interval before systematists could apply the provisions recommended 
in that Report. These considerations applied naturally with particular 
force to those portions of the Report which contained recommendations for 
the amendment—and, in some cases, even the reversal—of existing provisions 
in the Régles. In order to obviate these dangers, the Colloquium-recommended 
the Copenhagen Congress to adopt the following Resolutions: first, a 
Resolution advising authors, pending the publication of the revised text of 
the Régles, to guide themselves in their work by the provisions set out in the 
Report (paragraph 198); second, a Resolution instructing the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, during the same period, to regulate 
its interpretation of the Régles, and to discharge its other duties, in the light of 
the provisions contained in the Report of the Colloquium (paragraph 199). 
These recommendations, with all others in the Report, were approved by the 
Copenhagen Congress. 


The foregoing decisions by the Copenhagen Congress made it imperative 
that the Report of the Colloquium should be published at the earliest possible 
moment. When the Report of the Colloquium was approved by the Inter- 
national Commission, it was annexed by that body as an Appendix to the 
Report on its work since the Paris Congress of 1948 which it had prepared 
for submission to the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress and later to 
the Congress in Conciliwum Plenum. 'The International Trust, realising both 
the great importance of arranging for the publication of the Report of the 
Colloquium at a very early date and the impossibility of securing this end if 
publication were to be deferred until in the normal course it was possible to 
publish that Report, together with the covering Report of the International 
Commission in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, notified the Congress 
—through the Colloquium (paragraph 197)—of its willingness to anticipate 
the normal procedure by publishing the Report of the Colloquium separately 
in book form. Under this procedure, the Trust was able also to offer to fix 
for the Report of the Colloquium a price much lower than would otherwise 
have been possible. It is due to these decisions that it has been possible for 
the Trust to publish the present separate edition of the Colloquium’s Report 
within some four months of its adoption by the Copenhagen Congress and to 
place it on sale at the low price of five shillings (75 U.S. cents). 


Prior to the meeting of the Colloquium, the International Trust published 
a very extensive documentation relating to the matters placed on the 
Colloquium’s Agenda, two whole volumes—volumes 8 and 10—of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature being reserved for this purpose. In these volumes 
a separate Case No. was allotted to each of the items placed on the Agenda. 
The Report of the Colloquium is essentially a document concerned only to set 
out the conclusions reached on each of the questions referred for consideration. 
The Trust believes, however, that many zoologists who did not take part in 
the work of the Colloquium will wish to consult the documents, in the light 
of which the Colloquium reached its decisions. Accordingly, in preparing 


the present Report for publication, the Trust has inserted bibliographical 
references to the appropriate volume of the Bulletin in the list of subjects 
which constituted the Agenda of the Colloquium (see paragraph 10 of the 
Report) and has, in addition, inserted throughout the Report footnotes linking 
the decisions taken by the Colloquium to the previously published documents 
relating to the cases in question. 


At its Sixteenth Meeting held on the afternoon of Tuesday, 4th August, 
1953, I invited the Colloquium to indicate what arrangements it desired should 
be adopted for the verification of the revised text of its Report which it would 
be necessary for me, as Editor, to prepare after the close of Congress and for 
the preparation of the Minutes of its Meetings. The Colloquium indicated 
that it would be sufficient if the drafts of such documents were communicated, 
for comment, to Mr. R. V. Melville and Miss Theresa Clay, two members of 
the Colloquium who were resident in London and thus readily available for 
consultation. Under this procedure the draft of the Report, when edited, 
was communicated to Mr. Melville and Miss Clay who were good enough to 
furnish a number of comments of an editorial character. These have been 
incorporated in the present text, with which Mr. Melville and Miss Clay are 
in complete agreement. I am much indebted for the assistance so received. 


FRANCIS HEMMING, 
Chairman of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature, Copenhagen, 1953. 


28 Park Village East, 
Regent’s Park, London, N.W.1. 
10th November, 1953. 
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DOCUMENT No. 1 


Report 


On certain proposed additions to, and modifications of, the 


¥] 


“‘Reégles Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique’ 
by 
the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature, Copenhagen, 


1953 


Report submitted jointly by the International Commission on Zoological 

Nomenclature and the Section on Nomenclature to the Fourteenth 

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, and approved 

and adopted by that Congress at its Final Concilium Plenum held on 
Wednesday, 12th August, 1953 


INTRODUCTORY 


The present Report embodies the conclusions reached by the Colloquium 
on Zoological Nomenclature as to the additions to, and modifications of, the 
Regles Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique which it is desirable 
should be made by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Copenhagen, 1953. 


2. Terms of Reference of the Colloquium : The Colloquium on Zoological 
Nomenclature was convened by the International Trust for Zoological Nomen- 
clature (the incorporated body which manages the business affairs of the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature), with the assistance 
of grants from the International Union for Biological Sciences and from 
U.N.E.S.C.O., for the purpose of giving preliminary consideration to, and of 
offering advice to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
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regarding, the proposals relating to the text of the Régles Internationales de la 
Nomenclature Zoologigue which had been submitted to the Commission for 
consideration at Copenhagen with a view to proposals in regard thereto being 
laid before the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology when it should 
meet at Copenhagen in August, 1953. In addition, the Colloquium was invited 
by the Trust to consider, and to advise on, certain matters relating to the rules 
governing the composition of the International Commission, the method of 
electing and retiring its members and its procedure which had similarly been 
received by the Commission. 


3. Invitations to the Colloquium : The invitations to the Colloquium were 
issued by the International Trust in March, 1953. A large number of these 
invitations were addressed to institutions, learned societies and other bodies 
which were asked to nominate representatives. In addition, a considerable 
number of personal invitations were issued by the Trust. These included 
invitations to all present and past members of the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, all zoologists who had ever served at Meetings 
of the Commission as Alternate Commissioners, and zoologists who, by being 
correspondents of the Commission, were known to it as being interested in 
questions of zoological nomenclature. The full list of invitations issued has 
been communicated to the Colloquium by the Trust and is annexed to the 
present Report as Appendix 1. 


4. Meetings held by the Colloquium : Through the kind offices of Professor 
Ragnar Spiarck, President of the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
the meetings of the Colloquium were held in the Meeting Room of the Academic 
Senate of the University of Copenhagen. This was an ideal meeting place 
and the Colloquium is greatly indebted to Professor Spirck for the arrangements 
which he made in this matter and to the University authorities for putting 
such an admirable meeting place at the disposal of the Colloquium. The 
first meeting of the Colloquium was held at 0900 hours on Wednesday, 29th July, 
1953, and by the eve of the opening of the Congress sixteen meetings of the 
Colloquium had been held. During the Congress itself, five further meetings 
were held jointly with the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress. The 
concluding (twenty-first) meeting was held at 0900 hours on Wednesday, 
12th August, 1953, the last day of the Congress. 


5. Membership of the Colloquium: The Colloquium was attended by 


fifty-one zoologists. The names of the members of the Colloquium and of the 
institutions which they severally represented are set out below : 


(1) Members of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature 
Allan, Miss Joyce (Australian Museum, Sydney, New South Wales, Australia) 


Amaral, Afranio do (S. Paulo, Brazil) 


bo 


Betrem, J. G. (Deventer, The Netherlands) 

Blackwelder, Richard I. (Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 
Boschma, H. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 
Bradley, J. Chester (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) 


Brongersma, L. D. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Nether- 
lands) 


Clay, Miss Theresa (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Cox, L. R. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Dollfus, R. Ph. (Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris) 


~ dos Passos, Cyril F. (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 


Dougherty, Ellsworth C. (University of California, Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) 
Dymond, J. R. (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) 


Elliot, Right Hon. Walter (Chairman, International Trust for Zoological Nomen- 
clature) 


Esaki, Teiso (Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japan) 


Follett, W. I. (California Academy of Sciences, San Francisco, California, 
U.S.A.) 


Gordon, Miss I. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Gressitt, J. Linsley (Bishop Museum, Honolulu, Hawaii) 


Griffin, F. J. (International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, London) 


- Hall, E. Raymond (University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) 


Hedgpeth, Joel W. (United States Geological Survey, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Hemming, Francis (Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature) 


Hering, Erich M. (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin) 
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Hindle, Edward (Institute of Biology, London) 


Holthuis, L. B. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Nether- 
lands) : 


Hubbs, Carl L. (Scripps Institution of Oceanography, La Jolla, California, 
U.S.A.) 


Klots, Alexander B. (City College of New York, New York) 
Lemche, Henning (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 
Mayr, Ernst (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 


Meinertzhagen, Richard (Chairman, Standing Committee on Ornithological 
Nomenclature) 


Melville, R. V. (Geological Survey and Museum, London) 
Munroe, Eugene G. (Department of Agriculture, Ottawa, Canada) 
Nani, Alberto (Museo Argentino de Ciencias Naturales, Buenos Aires, Argentina) 


Palmer, Mrs. Katherine V. W. (Paleontological Research Institution, Ithaca, N.Y., 
U.S.A.) 


Philip, Cornelius B. (National Microbiological Institute, Rocky Mountain Labora- 
tory, Hamilton, Montana, U.S.A.) 


Rees, W. J. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Riley, N. D. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Sabrosky, Curtis W. (United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of 
Entomology and Plant Quarantine, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Salomonsen, Finn (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 

Schmidt, Karl P. (Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, Iil., U.S.A.) 
Sinclair, G. Winston (Ohio. Wesleyan University, Delaware, Ohio, U.S.A.) - 
Sparck, R. (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 

Stammer, Hans-Jurgen (Hrlangen Universitat, Erlangen, Germany) 

Stoll, Norman R. (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York) 
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Straclen, Victor van (Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, 


Bruxelles) 


Stresemann, Erwin (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin) 


Sylvester-Bradley, P. C. (Sheffield University, Sheffield) 


Thomas, Gwyn (Imperial College of Science and Technology, London) 


Trewavas, Miss Ethelwynn (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Usinger, Robert L. (University of California, Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) 


Viette, P. (Muséum National d’ Histoire Naturelle, Paris) 


(2) Institutions represented at the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature 


Name of Institution 
Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia .. 


American Committee on Entomological Nomen- 
clature. 


American Museum of Natural History, New York 


American Society of Ichthyologists and Herpeto- 
logists. 


American Society of Mammalogists 


Bishop Museum, Honolulu, Hawaii 


British Museum (Natural History), London 


Chicago Natural History Museum 


Department of Agriculture, Division of Ento- 
mology, Ottawa, Canada. 


Deutsche Entomologische Gesellschaft 


Representative 
Dr. Carl L. Hubbs 


Professor Robert L. 
Usinger 


Dr. Ernst Mayr 


Dr. Karl P. Schmidt 
Mr. W. I. Follett 


Professor E. Raymond 
Hall 


Dr. J. Linsley Gressitt 


Mr. N. D. Riley 
Dr. L. R. Cox 
Dr. I. Gordon 
Miss Theresa Clay 


Dr. Karl P. Schmidt 


Dr. Eugene G. Munroe 


Professor Dr. E. M. Hering 


Deutsche Zoologische Gesellschaft 


Entomological Society of America 


Freshwater Biological Association, Ambleside, 
England. 


Geological Society of London 

Geological Survey and Museum, London 
Geologists’ Association, London .. 
Hawaiian Entomological Society 


Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique 


International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 


Joint Committee on Zoological Nomenclature for 
Paleontology in America. 


Linnean Society of London 


Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris 


Paleontological 
N.Y., U.S.A. 


Research Institution, Ithaca, 


Paleontological Society of America 


Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden. . 


The Royal Society 


Royal Entomological Society of London 
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Professor Dr. E. M. Hering 
Professor Dr. Erwin 
Stresemann 


Professor Robert L. 
Usinger 


Dr. Ethelwynn Trewavas 


Dr. L. R. Cox 

Mr. R. V. Melville 

Dr. L. R. Cox 

Dr. J. Linsley Gressitt 


Professor Victor van 
Straelen 


Mr. Francis Hemming 


Dr. G. Winston Sinclair 


Dr. I. Gordon 


Dr. R. Ph. Dollfus 
M. P. Viette 


Dr. Katherine V. W. 
Palmer 


Dr. G. Winston Sinclair 


Professor H. Boschma 
Dr. L. D. Brongersma 
Dr. L. B. Holthuis 


Dr. L. R. Cox 


Mr. N. D. Riley 


Science Council of Japan .. Ae Se .. Professor Teiso Esaki 


Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., Dr. Richard E. 
U.S.A. Blackwelder 
Society of Systematic Zoology, U.S.A... .. Dr. Curtis W. Sabrosky 


Professor Robert L. 
Usinger 
Dr. G. Winston Sinclair 


Systematics Association, London aie .. Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley 


United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau Dr. Curtis W. Sabrosky 
of Entomology and Plant Quarantine, 
Washington, D.C., U.S.A. 


United States Geological Survey, Washington, Dr. Joel E. Hedgpeth 
D.C., U.S.A. 


Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen ,._ Professor R. Spirck 
Dr. Henning Lemche 


University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A. Professor E. Raymond Hall 


Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitit Professor Erwin 
zu Berlin. Stresemann 


6. Chairmanship of the Colloquium: The Colloquium on Zoological 
Nomenclature was presided over by Mr. Francis Hemming, Secretary to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and Managing Director 
of the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature. 


‘ 


7. Secretariat of the Colloquium : The Secretariat of the Colloquium on 
Zoological Nomenclature was opened at Copenhagen (Hotel Excelsior, Col- 
bjornsensgade) on Sunday, 26th July, 1953. Mr. Francis Hemming acted as 
- Secretary to the Colloquium. The other members of the Secretariat were 
Mrs. M. F. W. Hemming, Honorary Personal Assistant to the Secretary to the 
International Commission, and Miss J. M. Lewandowska, Staff Officer. During 
the concluding stages of the Colloquium, the work of the Secretariat became 
extremely heavy, and most valuable assistance was rendered by Mr. R. V. 
Melville, Mr. N. D. Riley, and Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley, members of the 
Colloquium, who kindly volunteered their assistance and who spent long hours 
in the preparation and collation of documents for circulation to the Colloquium. 
In addition, Mr. Melville and Miss Theresa Clay kindly assisted at a number 
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of meetings in taking notes of discussions in the Colloquium, and Dr. Richard 
EK. Blackwelder kindly made available the notes which he made during the 
meetings. The technical difficulties in producing under great pressure large 
numbers of documents for circulation to the members of so large a body as the 
Colloquium were inevitably considerable, and in addition to those noted above, 
the Colloquium is much indebted to the Boghallen Raadhuspladsen A/S, the 
Studenternes Studienjaelp, Duplikeringsbureauet Mrs. A. Barrett, and Mrs. N. 
Bjerregaard, the four firms which between them undertook the reproduction of 
the documents required for the Colloquium ; the Colloquium is much indebted 
to the managements and staffs of these firms for the speed and accuracy with 
which the documents entrusted to them were reproduced and for the long 
hours—often at night—devoted to this work. Grateful acknowledgment 
must also be made to the Management of the Hotel Excelsior for the special 
facilities made available—in the way of accommodation—for the work of the 
Secretariat. 


8. Communication regarding the urgent need for providing funds for the 
international Commission on Zoological Nomenclature made to the Colloquium 
by the Right Hon. Walter Elliot, Chairman of the International Trust for 
Zoological Nomenclature : At the meeting of the Colloquium held on the 
afternoon of Monday, 3rd August, consideration was given to questions relating 
to the future organisation of the work of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. This meeting was attended by the Right Hon. 
Walter Elliot, Chairman of the International Trust, who was good enough to 
pay a special visit to Copenhagen for this purpose. The Colloquium wishes to 
express its thanks to Mr. Elliot for the important contribution which he made 
to the discussion of the vital issues then considered. The Colloquium wishes 
to take this opportunity also of thanking Mr. Elliot for the part which he took 
in supervising the preparations for the organisation of the Colloquium. In 
addition, the Colloquium wishes to thank Mr. F. J. Griffin, a member of the 
Committee of Management of the Trust, who flew from Stockholm to Copen- 
hagen especially for the purpose of attending the foregoing meeting. 


9. Documentation for the Agenda of the Colloquium : The documentation 
prepared by the International Trust for the use of the Colloquium was published 
before the opening of the Colloquium in two volumes of the Bulletin of Zoo- 
loyical Nomenclature which had been specially allotted by the Trust for this 
purpose. These volumes were Volume 8 (282 pages) and Volume 10 (513 pages). 
These volumes contained all the proposals relating to the Régles Internationales 
which had been submitted to the International Commission and all the com- 
ments on those proposals which had been collected by the Secretary to the 
Commission. 


10. The Agenda of the Colloquium : The Agenda for the Colloquium on 
Zoological Nomenclature was issued by the International Trust for Zoological 
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Nomenclature on 25th June, 1953, as Document Z.N.(C.)4. This Agenda 
which contained seventy items, was as follows :— 


Agenda Paper for the Colloquium on Zoological 
Nomenclature, Copenhagen, 1953 


(Issued by the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 
on 25th June, 1953) 


PART 1 


PROBLEMS POSTPONED BY THE THIRTEENTH INTERNATIONAL 

CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, PARIS, 1948, FOR FURTHER CONSULTA- 

TIONS WITH INTERESTED SPECIALISTS AND FOR SUBMISSION 

TO THE FOURTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, 
COPENHAGEN, 1953 


Case No. 


1 The problem of securing greater stability in zoological nomenclature 
(Z.N.(S.)359) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 8 : 1-108) 

2 The question whether “neotypes”’ should be recognised in the 
Reéegles as a category of type specimen (Z.N.(S.)358) (ibid. 8: 
109-166) 


3 Measures required for the clarification and completion of the 
provisions in the Régles relating to the naming of Families (in- 
cluding Super-Families) and lower taxonomic categories above 
the genus-level (Z.N.(S8.)357) (ibid. 8 : 167-282) 


4 Problems involved in devising provisions for inclusion in the Régles 
for the naming of Orders (including Sub-Orders) and Taxonomic 
Categories of Higher Rank (Z.N.(S.)360) (bid. 10 : 1-60) 


5 Problems involved in the emendation of names: proposed revision 
of Article 19 of the Régles (Z.N.(8.)356) (2bid. 10 : 61-166) 


6 Status to be accorded to a trivial name which, when first published, 
(a) was stated to be a substitute for a previously published name, 
and (6) was, in addition, applied to a particular species or to 
particular specimens, where that species is not the same as 

' that to which the previously published name is applicable 
(Z.N.(S.)361) (ted. 10 : 167-198) 
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Case No. (Agenda continued) 


7 On the question of the species to be accepted as the type species 
of a nominal genus, the name of which was first published without 
any separate “indication ”’ in a generic synonymy (Z.N.(S.)387) 
(Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 201-203) 


PART 2 


PROBLEMS RELATING TO THE TEXT OF THE “ REGLES ”, OTHER 
THAN THE SEVEN PROBLEMS ON WHICH THE THIRTEENTH 
INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY CALLED FOR SPECIAL 
REPORTS FOR SUBMISSION TO THE FOURTEENTH INTERNATIONAL 
CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY AT COPENHAGEN IN 1953 


Case No. 
8 Article 14: formation of a trivial name based upon the name of a 
modern personage, the first portion of which consists of the 
particle “‘ M’”’ (Z.N.(S.)484) (ibid. 10 : 206-208) 
9 Articles 8 and 14: choice of connective vowels in the formation of 
names consisting of compound words (Z.N.(8.)736) (ibid. 10: 
209-210) 


10 Article 14, Paragraph (3), Section (c) : method to be followed when 
forming a trivial name based upon the surname of a Russian 
woman on the transliteration of that name from the Cyrillic 
alphabet into the Latin alphabet (Z.N.(S.)266) (ibid. 10 : 211-212) 


11 Article 14: problem arising in connection with trivial names based 
upon modern patronymics in cases where those patronymics are 
already in a Latinised form (Z.N.(S.)737) (ibid. 10 : 213) 


12 Article 14: procedure to be followed when forming a trivial name 
based upon a modern patronymic in cases where that patronymic 
consists of more than two words, of which the first is the definite 
article (Z.N.(S.)503) (ibid. 10 : 214-217) 


13 Article 14: procedure to be followed when forming a trivial name 
based either (i) upon the name of a modern personage where 
that name is preceded by a nobiliar particle or (ii) upon the name 
of a Christian Saint (Z.N.(S.)740) (ibid. 10 : 218-220) 
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Case No. 
14. 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 
21 


22 


23 


24 


(Agenda continued) 
Article 14: proposed regularisation of the status of trivial names 


based on modern patronymics, when formed as adjectives (Z.N.(S.) 
661) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 221) 


Article 14 : question whether it is desirable that trivial names based 
upon modern patronymics in the genitive singular and incorrectly 
formed with a double terminal “ -ii’’ should, as decided in Paris 
in 1948, be subject to automatic correction (Z.N.(S.)705) (ibid. 10 : 
222-295) 


Article 14 (or associated Article) : question of the gender attributable 
to generic names consisting of compound words of Greek or 
Latin origin (Z.N.(S.)440) (2bid. 10 : 226-230) 


Article 15 : proposed amplification of the provisions relating to the 
formation of trivial names consisting of compound words 


(Z.N.(S.)390) (ibid. 10 : 231-234) 


Article 16: proposed addition of a Recommandation relating 
to the formation of trivial names based upon geographical 
terms and having the termination “ -ensis ”’ (Z.N.(S.)391) (ibid. 10 : 
235-236) 


Article 16: proposed amplification of provisions relating to the 
formation of trivial names based upon geographical terms (Z.N.(S.) 
536) (2bid. 10 : 237-240) 


Article 20: proposed deletion from, of reference to diacritie marks 
(Z.N.(S.)744) (ibid. 10 : 241-251) 


Article 20: proposed amendment of concluding portion of Recom- 
mandation (Z.N.(S.)392) (ibid. 10 : 252-253) 


Article 20: Proposed addition of a Recommandation deprecating 
the use of diphthongs in the printing of scientific names 
(Z.N.(S.)258) (ibid. 10 : 254) 


Article 21 : proposed clarification of a decision taken in 1948 regarding 
the method to be adopted for determining the circumstances in 
which a new name is to be attributed to an author other than 
that by whom the book or paper in which the new name was 
published was written (Z.N.(S.)733) (ibid. 10 : 255-258) 


Article 22: proposed drafting amendment of, in the interests of 
consistency (Z.N.(S.)745) (¢bid. 10 : 259-260) 


ll 


Case No. 
25 


26 


27 


28 


29 


30 


31 


32 


33 


(Agenda continued) 


Article 23: authorship of a combination (Z.N.(S.)512) (Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 10 : 261-262) 


Article 24 : proposed establishment of a method of citation in cases 
where a species is doubtfully referred to a given genus and where 
one species is doubtfully identified with another (Z.N.(8.)152) 
(ibid. 10 : 265-269) 


Article 25: proposed insertion of a provision that the distribution 
of a microfilm does not constitute “ publication” of the paper 
reproduced in this manner and therefore that no new name 
contained in such a paper possesses any status in zoological 
nomenclature (Z.N.(S.)528) (ibid. 10 : 270-275) 


Article 25: proposed co-ordination with other parts of the Régles 
of the provision in, relating to the nomenclatorial status of books 
and papers, the manner of the issue of which does not satisfy 
the tests prescribed for ‘“ publication”? (Z.N.(S.)741) (ibid. 10: 
276-277) 


Article 25 : proposed redrafting of, in order to make it clearer that, 
for a name to become available, it must be published with 
deagnostic characters (Z.N.(S.)738) (¢bid 10: 278-289) 


Article 25: proposed insertion of a provision denying availability 
to a trivial name of a Fossil species unless at the time of the 
publication of that name there was published also a figure of 
the species in question (Z.N.(8.)693) (ibid. 10 : 290-294) 


Article 25 : question whether a name given to a nominal genus, the 
type specimen of the type species of which is a pathological 
monstrosity should be given any status of availability (Z.N.(8.) 719) 
(ibid. 10 : 295-296) 


Article 25 : proposed insertion of a provision that a name published 
by an author who made it clear that his object in so doing was 
some purpose other than that of providing a name for use in 
zoological nomenclature possesses no status of availability 
(Z.N.(S.)668) (ibid. 10 : 297-298) 


Article 25 : question of the status to be accorded to generic names and 
trivial names published as nomina nuda in synonymies 
(Z.N.(S.)372) (ibid. 10 : 299-354) 
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Case No. 
34. 


35 


36 


37 


38 


39 


40 


4] 


42 


(Agenda continued) 


Article 25: proposed insertion of a provision that a trivial name 
consisting of spelled-out letters or numerals shall not be accepted 
as available when those letters or numerals were originally 
employed as ordinals for the enumeration of the species, subspecies 
or infra-subspecific names concerned (Z.N.(8.)371) (Bull. zool. 
Nomencel. 10 : 355-356) 


Article 25: proposed insertion of a provision denying the status of 
availability to a trivial name inadvertently published as the result 
of the misreading of a previous publication or of a museum label 


or the like (Z.N.(S.)577) (ibid. 10 : 357-359) 


Article 25 : proposed insertion of a provision that certain classes of 
generic names published for fossil species and bearing the termina- 
tion “‘-ites’, ““-ytes’’, or “‘-ithes ”’ possess no status in zoological 
nomenclature (Z.N.(S.)415 and 447) (ibid. 10 : 360-373) 


Article 25, Proviso (a) : proposed insertion of words to make it clear 
that a trivial name having as its indication only a qualified 
reference to a previously published trivial name does not satisfy 
the requirements of the foregoing Proviso (Z.N.(S.)349) (ibid. 10: 
374-375) 


Article 28: proposed restoration, in whole or in part, of the First 
Reviser principle (Z.N.(8.)682) (ibid. 10 : 376-390) 


Article 30 : proposed insertion of a provision clarifying the question 
of the nominal species to be regarded as eligible for selection as 
the type species of a genus established without cited nominal 
species, in cases where a subsequent author, without citing such 
a species, gives a bibliographical reference to a work in which 
such a species is cited (Z.N.(S.)734) (ébid. 10 : 392-393) 


Article 30: proposed amendment of the provisions relating to the 
procedure to be followed in dealing with nominal genera based, or 
alleged to have been based, upon misidentified type species 
(Z.N.(S.)694) (ibid. 10 : 394-396) 


Article 30: proposed clarification of Rule (c) (Z.N.(S.)732) (ibid. 10: 
397-399) 


Article 30, Rule (f) (Rule relating to the type species of a nominal 
genus, the name of which is published to replace an earlier name) : 
proposed introduction of words to make it clear that this Rule 
applies only where a name is expressly published as a substitute 
for another name (Z.N.(S.)539) (zbzd, 10 : 400-401) 
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Case No. 
43 


45 


46 


47 


48 


49 


50 


51 


(Agenda continued) 


Article 30, Rule (f) : proposed clarification of the position as regards 
the nominal species eligible to be the type species of two nominal 
genera, of which the name of one was published-as a substitute 
for the name of the other (Z.N.(8.)511) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 
402-405) 


Article 30, Rule (g): proposed insertion of words to make it clear 
that the selection of a structure exhibited by a specimen referred 
to a given species as typical of a given genus does not constitute 
the selection of that species as the type species of that genus 
(Z.N.(S.)735) (bid. 10 : 406-408) 


Article 30: proposed repeal of the portion of Rule (g) arising from 
the interpretation in Opinion 6 (Z.N.(S.)504) (tbed. 10 : 409-410) 


Article 31: proposed amendment of provisions relating to nominal 
species subjectively regarded by taxonomists as composite species 
(Z.N.(S.)698) (ibid. 10: 411-414) 


Article 31: proposed refinement of provisions relating to lecto- 
types (Z.N.(S.)699) (2bid. 10 : 415-417) 


Article 31 : suggested drafting amendments (Z.N.(S.)743) (ebid. 10: 
418-420) 


Article 32: proposed insertion of a provision for the rejection of a 
name on the ground of inappropriateness in certain circumstances 
(Z.N.(S.)723) (ibid. 10: 421) 

Articles 34 and 35: proposed addition of the consonantal “i” and 

the consonantal “‘j” and “ yi” as forming a group of identical 

letters for the purposes of the Law of Homonymy (Z.N.(S.)411) 

(ibid. 10: 422) 


Articles 34 and 35: question whether names consisting of words 
differing from one another in spelling only by the presence in the 
one case and by the absence in the other, of a diacritic mark over, 
or under, one of the letters of which the word is composed are to 
be treated as homonyms of one another (Z.N.(S.)538) (ibid. 10: 
423-424) 


Articles 34 and 35: proposed clarification of certain aspects of, in 
relation to names differing from one another only through the 
presence or absence of diacritic marks (Z.N.(S8.)540) (ibid. 10: 
425-426) 
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Case No. 
53 


54 


55 


56 


57 


58 


59 


60 


61 


(Agenda continued) 


Articles 34 and 35: proposal that differences in spelling arising 
solely from differences in the manner in which the word forming a, 
name has been transliterated into the Latin alphabet from some 
other alphabet should be ignored for the purposes of the Law of 
Homonymy (Z.N.(8.)5380) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 427-429) 


Articles 34 and 35 : proposal that differences in the spelling of names 
based upon barbarous words arising solely from the adoption of 
different methods for transcribing into the Latin alphabet the 
barbarous word concerned should be disregarded for the purposes 
of the Law of Homonymy (Z.N.(5.)739) (2bid. 10 : 480-431) 


Article 35 : proposed insertion of a provision that, for the purposes 
of establishing a condition of secondary homonymy between two 
specific names, it is not necessary that an author should expressly 
cite the names in a homonymous combination before rejecting, and 
replacing, the later published of the two trivial names involved 
(Z.N.(S.)586) (2bed. 10 : 432-433) 


“ec ” 


Transcription of the Latin ‘“‘v”’ (vowel) and ‘“‘v”’ (consonantal) 
and of the Latin ‘‘i”’ (vowel) and “i” (consonantal) (Z.N.(S.)393) 
(ibid. 10 : 434-437) 


New Article relating to the status of names published as the names 
of infra-subspecifie forms : proposal to extend the period of grace 
before the new rules apply in their entirety to names published for 
taxonomic units below the species level but not clearly intended 
to apply to populations as contrasted with individual forms and 
other minority elements, and to relax the definition for such 
names (Z.N.(S.)718) (ibid. 10 : 438-445) 


Infra-subspecific names: proposal to withdraw recognition from 
(Z.N.(S.)742) (ibid. 10 : 446-449) 


Nomenclature of the specific complex (Z.N.(8.)685) (ibid. 10: 
450-451) 


Proposed substitution of the term “specific name ”’ in place of the 
term ‘trivial name” for the second portion of a binominal 
combination (Z.N.(S8.)697) (ibid. 10 : 452-453) 


‘ ? 


Proposed adoption of the adjective ‘‘ nominate” in place of the 
adjective ‘‘ nominotypical ” to denote the subspecies of a polytypic 

~ species upon which the original description of that species 
was based (Z.N.(S.)690) (ibid. 10 : 454) 


15 


Case No. 
62 


63 


(Agenda continued) 


Need for uniformity of rules of zoological nomenclature for the whole 
of the Animal Kingdom (Z.N.(G.)61) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 
455-456) ‘ 


Trend away from ‘“‘ automatic nomenclature ” (Z.N.(G.)62) (ibid. 10: 
457-458) 


PART 3 


PROPOSALS RELATING TO THE COMPOSITION OF THE INTER- 
NATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, THE 
ELECTION OF ITS MEMBERS AND THEIR CONDITIONS OF SERVICE, 


Case No. 


65 


66 


67 


68 


AND THE PROCEDURE OF THAT BODY 


Proposal for broadening the basis of the authority of the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature (Z.N.(G.)57) 
(ibid. 10: 461-491) 


Relationship between the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature and the International Congress of Zoology : pro- 
posed maintenance of existing arrangements (Z.N.(G.)64) (ibid. 10: 
492-493) 


Question of the size of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature (Z.N.(G.)60) (ibid. 10 : 494-496) 


Qualifications to be looked for in candidates for election as Members 
of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and 
method to be adopted for election (Z.N.(G.)58) (ibid. 10 : 497-499) 


Period of service of Members of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature (Z.N.(G.)59) (ibid. 10 : 500-502) 
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Case No. (Agenda continued) 


69 On the giving of advance notice by the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature of action proposed to be taken in 
particular cases (Z.N.(G.)63) (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 503-506) 


PART 4 


MATTERS AFFECTING THE INTERNATIONAL TRUST FOR 


ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 
Case No. 


70 Copyright of publications issued by the International Trust for 
Zoological Nomenclature (I.T.Z.N.34) (ibid. 10 : 509-513) 


11. Consultations with the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature and with the Section on Nomenclature of the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology prior to the adoption of the present Report : 
The first phase of the work of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature was 
brought to a close when on the evening of Tuesday, 4th August, 1953, it com- 
pleted its examination of the Agenda which had been remitted to it by the 
International Trust. All the members of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature present in Copenhagen had been members of the 
Colloquium and the meetings of the Colloquium had, by a decision taken by 
the International Commission, been treated by that body as meetings held by 
it jointly with the Colloquium. The closest possible contact with the Inter- 
national Commission had therefore been maintained by the Colloquium 
throughout the first phase of its work. The second phase consisted of consulta- 
tions entered into by the Colloquium with the general membership of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology through meetings held by it 
jointly with the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress. Under an arrange- 
ment agreed upon between the Chairman of the Colloquium and the President 
of the Congress, the conclusions reached by the Colloquium on the principal 
questions referred to it, other than the problem of promoting stability in zoo- 
logical nomenclature, were reported orally by the Colloquium to the Section on 
Nomenclature at a meeting held on the afternoon of Thursday, 6th August, 
1953. The Colloquium had participated also in a meeting of the Section 
held on the morning of 6th August at which a number of communications were 
presented by members of the Congress. In the course of the discussion on 
one of these—a paper presented by Mr. D. McK. Kevan on family-group names— 
suggestions were put forward on certain questions on which the Colloquium 
agreed to insert proposals in its Report in the light of the discussion which 
then took place. The problem of how to promote stability in zoological 
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nomenclature which, as explained above, was excepted from the oral report 
made to the Section on Nomenclature on Thursday, 6th August, 1953, was 
brought forward for general discussion at a Plenary Session of the Congress 
held for this purpose on the morning of Friday, 7th August. In the meantime, 
a start had been made with the preparation of the draft of the present Report, 
advance sections of which had been circulated for observations to all members 
of the Colloquium. The completed draft of the entire Report was made 
available early on the morning of Monday, 10th August, 1953. It was 
examined paragraph by paragraph at meetings held jointly by the Section 
on Nomenclature, the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
and the Colloquium both in the morning and in the afternoon of Monday, 10th 
August. As the result of this examination various additions to, and changes 
in, the draft were made by the Colloquium in order to meet points raised 
by the Section on Nomenclature. At the close of the second of these meetings 
the Colloquium finally adopted the draft as amended to be its Report. The 
Report was immediately submitted to, and approved by, the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature. The text as adopted by the 
Colloquium and as approved by the Section on Nomenclature and by the 
International Commission, together with the Commission’s covering Report, 
was suspended upon the Notice Board of the Congress on the following day, 
Tuesday, llth August, 1953. A final joint meeting between the Section 
on Nomenclature, the International Commission and the Colloquium was held 
on the morning of Wednesday, 12th August, 1953, for the purpose of examining 
the draft passages prepared by the Chairman of the Colloquium for the purpose 
of giving effect to the decisions reached at the joint meetings held on Monday, 
10th August, referred toabove. At this meeting the draft passages so submitted 
were approved. and adopted, first, by the Colloquium and, second, by both 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and the Section 
on Nomenclature of the Congress. At the same time it was agreed to confide 
to the Chairman of the Colloquium discretion to make any minor amendments 
of an editorial character which might be found to be necessary. The Section 
on Nomenclature, in agreement with the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature, then agreed, in the presence of the Colloquium, that the Report 
of the Colloquium should be submitted that afternoon to the Final Concilium 
Plenum of the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology as embodying 
their recommendations as to the action to be taken by the Congress in relation 
to the wording of the Régles Internationales. * 


12. Arrangement of Report : For the purposes of preparing the present 
Report it has been thought convenient to include in a brief introductory section 
recommendations on certain questions of terminology which affect both the 
text of the Regles and also the drafting of the present Report. The main part 


* For particulars of the situation which developed just before the opening of the Final Con- 
cilium Plenum and for an account of the action subsequently taken readers are referred to the 
Supplementary Note by the Chairman of the Colloquium which has been inserted in the present 
Report immediately after paragraph 195. 
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of the recommendations of the Colloquium, namely, those relating to certain 
suggested additions to the Regles and to certain modifications of existing 
provisions in the Regles, are set out in Part 2 of the Report. This Part is 
divided into two sections, the first containing the recommendations of the 
Colloquium in regard to five questions of outstanding importance and com. 
plexity, the second containing the whole of the remaining recommendations of 
the Colloquium relating to the text of the Regles. Part 3 of the present Report 
sets out the views of the Colloquium on the questions relating to the composition 
and membership of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
and its procedure that had been referred to it for observations and advice. 
Part 4 is concerned with financial problems falling within the scope not of the 
International Commission but of the International Trust. Finally, in Part 5 
of the Report the Colloquium sets out its recommendations as to the action 
to be taken for the preparation and promulgation of the Régles Internationales 
as revised by the Paris (1948) Congress and as further revised by the present 
(Copenhagen) Congress. In order to facilitate consultation with the documents 
published by the Trust in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature in respect 
of each item brought before the Colloquium, footnotes have been inserted 
throughout the Report giving the Case Numbers allotted to the various 
problems both in the documentation published in volumes 8 and 10 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and also in the Agenda. This Agenda, 
which has been reproduced in the present Report (paragraph 10), contains 
full bibliographical references to the papers published in the Bulletin. 
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PART 1 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF A GENERAL CHARACTER 
AFFECTING THE DRAFTING OF THE “ REGLES 
INTERNATIONALES DE LA NOMENCLATURE 
ZOOLOGIQUE ” 


13. Need for brevity and clarity : The Colloquium desires strongly to urge 
that in the preparation of the revised text of the Régles a constant effort should 
be made both to ensure the maximum of brevity attainable (by the relegation 
of provisions on secondary questions to Schedules or by similar devices) 
and to secure the maximum clarity of diction, in order thereby to make 
the revised text of the Régles as useful and as readily usable as possible to the 
general body of zoologists. 


14. Provisions applying to names of units belonging to a number of 
different taxonomic categories to be grouped, so far as practicable, in a single 
Section of the “ Régles’’ : In the course of its work, the Colloquium has in 
several cases recommended the adoption of identical provisions in relation to 
names of units of different categories. The Colloquium is of the opinion that, in 
so far as this may prove to be practicable, provisions of this kind should be 
grouped in some Section of the Régles dealing with matters of general application. 


15. Introduction of the expression “‘ taxon ’’ to represent the concept 
* taxonomie unit ’’ : The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be 
inserted in the Régles introducing the expression “taxon ”’ (plural : “ taxa ”’) 
and defining that expression as having the meaning “ taxonomic unit’. The 
Colloquium is of the opinion that this expression should be used, wherever 
appropriate, throughout the Régles. 


16. Introduction of the expression “ binomen ’’ to denote the binominal 
combination constituting the scientific name of a species, and of the expression 
*‘ trinomen ’’ to denote the trinominal combination constituting the scientific 
name of a subspecies : The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be 
inserted in the Régles introducing the expression “ binomen”’ and defining 
that expression as denoting the binominal combination which constitutes the 
scientific name of a species. The Colloquium further recommends that the 
expression “ trinomen’”’ should be introduced into the Régles and should be 
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es 


Ae) 


defined as meaning the trinominal combination which constitutes the scientific 
name of a subspecies. ‘The Colloquium is of the opinion that these expressions 
should be used consistently throughout the Legles to denote the foregoing 
concepts. The Colloquium is in agreement with the view taken in Paris that 
the use of optional categories such as subgenera ought not to be held to detract 
from the binominal character of a specific name or from the trinominal character 
of a subspecific name. 


17. . Substitution of the expression “‘ specific name ”’ for the expression 
“ trivial name ’?!: It was decided in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4 :128) that the term “ specific name ”’ should be reserved to denote the bi- 
nominal combination which constitutes the scientific name of a species and that 
the expression “trivial name’”’ (based on early Linnean usage) should be 
adopted to denote the second part of the binominal combination, i.¢., the term 
which is used within a given genus to distinguish any given species from every 
other species (or subspecies) referred on taxonomic grounds to that genus. 
The Colloquium is of the opinion that the reversion to the use of the expression 
“ trivial name ”’ was misconceived and that the Paris decision should be repealed. 
In the immediately preceding paragraph the Colloquium has recommended the 
introduction of the expression ‘“‘ binomen ”’ to denote the binominal combination 
constituting the scientific name of a species, and this decision releases the 
expression “specific name” for use in the sense for which the expression 
“ trivial name ”’ was introduced in Paris. The Colloquium accordingly recom- 
mends that throughout the egies the expression “ specific name” should be 
substituted for the expression “‘ trivial name”’. Consequential changes will 
need to be made in the titles both of the Official List and of the Official Index 
established by the Paris Congress for this class of name. 


“ec 


18. Substitution of the expression ‘“‘nominate’’ for the expression 
“ nominotypical ’’ 2 : It was decided in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomenel. 
4: 191) to employ the adjective ‘‘ nominotypical”’ to denote the subgenus 
which contains the type species of the genus to which the subgenus is referred, 
and to the subspecies of a polytypic species which is based upon the same type 
specimen as the nominal species to which it is referred. The Colloquium is of 
the opinion that the adjective ‘‘ nominate ”’, which has been widely used to 
denote the foregoing concept, should be substituted for the adjective ‘‘ nomino- 
typical ” wherever under the Paris decision that adjective would appear in the 
Réegles. 


1 Case No. 60. 
2 Case No. 61. 
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PART 2 


PROPOSALS RELATING TO THE PROVISIONS IN 
THE “REGLES INTERNATIONALES DE LA 
NOMENCLATURE ZOOLOGIQUE” 


SECTION i. PROPOSALS RELATING TO FIVE IMPORTANT PROBLEMS 
DEFERRED BY THE THIRTEENTH INTERNATIONAL 
CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, PARIS, 1948, FOR CONSIDER- 
ATION AT COPENHAGEN IN 1953 


A. Means for promoting Stability and Universality in 
Zoological Nomenclature? 


19. Preamble to the “ Régles ’’ to emphasise the objectives of stability 
and universality : The Colloquium recommends that the Régles should be 
preceded by the following Preamble : 


(1) The object of the Régles Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique 
is to provide a system for the naming of taxonomic groups of 
animals, under which the name for each unit is unique and dis- 
tinctive. 


(2) It is also a primary purpose of the Régles to ensure that those names 
shall be both stable and universally accepted. Where either of these 
objects is threatened by the application of any part of these Régles 
in an individual case, the Plenary Powers of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature afford relief. 


(3) The Régles do not trespass in any way on the freedom of taxonomic 
thought or practice. 


20. Amendments to the provisions relating to the Plenary Powers: The 
Colloquium recommends that the provision based upon the Monaco Resolution 


® Case No. 1 (see paragraph 10). 
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of 1913 (see 1943, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 1 : 31-40) embodying 
the Plenary Powers granted to the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature, which was incorporated into the Regles in Paris in 1948 (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 56), should be amended in the two following respects :— 


(1) In the portion of the first Article which provides that the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature shall have power to 
suspend the fégles as applied to any given case, “ where, in its 
judgment, the strict application of the Régles will clearly result 
in greater confusion than uniformity”, the phrase cited above 
in quotation marks should be replaced by the words “for the 
purpose of preventing confusion and of promoting a stable and 
universally accepted nomenclature ”’. 


(2) In the third Article of the Plenary Powers provision which provides 
that these Powers are to be applied “in the first instance and 
especially to cases of the names of larval stages and the transference 
of names from one genus or species to another ’’, the words “ the 
names of larval stages and” should be deleted. 


21. “* Note of Guidance ’’ to authors wishing to invoke the Plenary Powers 
to be published with the ‘‘ Régles’’: The Colloquium recommends that a 
“ Note of Guidance ”’ to authors wishing to invoke the Plenary Powers of the 
International Commission should be drawn up by the Secretary to the Com- 
mission and that it should be annexed to the Régles, but should not form an 
integral portion of them. The object of this “ Note of Guidance ”’ would be to 
secure that in cases involving the use of the Plenary Powers, the Commission 
should be provided with all the necessary information about the particular 
problem—including the weight of nomenclatorial practice—which would 
enable it to decide what course would be most conducive to “ preventing 
confusion and promoting a stable and universally accepted nomenclature ”’. 


22. ‘‘ Recommandation’’ to authors wishing to invoke the Plenary 
Powers to consult the “‘ Note of Guidance ’’: The Colloquium recommends 
that a Recommandation be inserted in the Keégles, immediately after the provisions 
relating to the Commission’s Plenary Powers, advising authors desiring toinvoke 
those Powers to consult the Note of Guidance which the Colloquium has 
recommended (in the immediately preceding paragraph) should be annexed 
to the revised text of the Régles. 


23. Establishment of an “ Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works 
in Zoological Nomenclature ’’ : The Colloquium recommends that there should 
be inserted in the Régles a provision that, where the International Commission, 
on application from specialists, (a) declares to be not available, or (b) suppresses 
under its Plenary Powers, a given work (that is, a book, paper or other 
publication), for nomenclatorial purposes, it shall place that work on an 
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“* Official Index ” to be styled the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works 
in Zoological Nomenclature. 


24. Establishment of an “ Official List of Works Approved as Available 
for Zoological Nomenclature ’’: The Colloquium recommends that, as a 
counterpart to the Official Index recommended in the immediately preceding 
paragraph, a provision should be inserted in the Régles prescribmg that, where, 
on the application of specialists, the International Commission either (a) declares 
to be available, or (b) validates, for nomenclatorial purposes, a given work, 
the nomenclatorial status of which was either doubtful or invalid, the name 
of that work (together with its author and date) shall be placed on an “ Official 
List ” to be styled the Official List of Works Approved as Available for Zoological 
Nomenclature. 


25. Inclusion in the ‘‘ Official List of Works Approved as Available for 
Zoological Nomenclature ’’ of supplementary particulars in certain cases : 
The Colloquium further recommends that the regulations governing the 
Official List of Works Approved as Available for Zoological Nomenclature should 
provide for the insertion therein of supplementary particulars in cases where, 
on the application of specialists, the International Commission gives a ruling 
on some special matter affecting a given work. Examples of the type of entry 
in question are: (1) the date to be assigned to a particular work or to parts 
of it ; (2) the relative priority and dates to be assigned to two or more works, 
the exact dates of publication of which are uncertain, in cases where the 
ascertainment of such relative priority is necessary to determine the precedence 
to be given to competing names published in the works in question ; (3) the 
question whether in a given work the action taken by its author is to be 
accepted as constituting the designation or selection of type species for nominal 
genera discussed therein. 


26. Provisions for the rejection of ‘“‘ nomina dubia ’’ in certain circum- 
stanees : The Colloquium recommends that the following provisions for the 
suppression of nomina dubia in certain circumstances be inserted in the Regles 
in place of the provisions on this subject inserted in 1948 in Article 31, as set 
out in Sub-Point (g) in Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth Meeting held by the 
International Commission during its Paris Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4: 76) — 


(1) Where an author considers a specific nomen dubium which has been 
either (a) virtually never used, or (b) used only sporadically in the 
literature, to be a threat to stability and universality of nomen- 
clature, he may propose the suppression of the name in question 
by sending a notice to that effect to the Secretary to the Commission, 
whose duty it shall be to publish that notice in the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature, and on the publication of such a notice, 
the action proposed shall provisionally come into effect. 
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(2) The suppression of the name shall become definitive only after the lapse 
of ten years from the publication of such notice in the Bulletin, 
during which time any zoologist is to be free to lodge a protest 
before the International Commission, indicating the particular 
sense in which he desires to apply the name. 


(3) If, after the lapse of the ten-year period, no protest has been lodged 
against the proposed suppression, the name shall be accepted 
as having been suppressed for all purposes except those of the 
Law of Homonymy and shall be added to the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. 


(4) If, on the other hand, one or more protests against the proposed 
suppression have been notified, the Commission shall decide whether, 
in the interests of stability and universality of nomenclature, (a) the 
proposal to suppress the name is to be upheld, and the name in 
question is to be added to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Specific Names in Zoology, or (b) the protest is to be accepted and 
the name in question added to the Official List of Specific Names 
in Zoology for use in the particular sense desired. 


5) A nomen dubiwm, once suppressed under the above procedure, cannot 
PP P 
again be brought into use except by the exercise by the Inter- 
national Commission of its Plenary Powers. 


27. Recognition of the Principle of Conservation : After considerable 
discussion, the Colloquium agreed, by a majority, to recommend the inclusion 
in the forthcoming edition of the Régles of a provision recognising the Principle 
of Conservation to a limited extent. The text of the resolution so adopted 
(which was based upon a proposal first made by Dr. Henning Lemche) is 
reproduced as Document | in Appendix 2 to the present Report. On the day 
following the adoption of this Resolution an alternative draft intended sub- 
stantially to cover the same ground but to present the scheme in a rather 
different way was submitted by Dr. Carl L. Hubbs and Mr. W. I. Follett ; 
this draft is reproduced as Document 2 in Appendix 2. The circulation of these 
documents to the Colloquium led to the submission of two further drafts ; 
of these the first was submitted by Mr. N. D. Riley, while the second was a 
joint proposal submitted by Mr. Follett, Dr. Ernst Mayr, Mr. R. V. Melville, 
and Professor Robert L. Usinger. The text of these proposals is reproduced 
as Documents 3 and 4 in Appendix 2. It was unfortunately found impossible 
to secure agreement upon any of these drafts. 


28. . In the course of a general discussion on the question of the means 
to be found for promoting stability in zoological nomenclature which took 
place in a Plenary Session of the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology 
held on the morning of Friday, 7th August, 1953, Dr. Carl L. Hubbs threw 
out a suggestion for meeting the difficulty in a new way, namely that no further 
attempt should be made to secure agreement on a detailed proposal and that 
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instead there should be inserted in the Report a paragraph (1) stating that it was 
recommended that the Régles should include a provision limiting the application 
of the Law of Priority in such a way as to preserve any well-known name 
which had been in general use for a considerable period from being sunk as a 
junior synonym of some much older name which had not been used more than 
a small number of times in a specified recent period of considerable length, 
this provision to contain also the best safeguards that could be devised to 
prevent the abuse of the proposed provision by unscrupulous persons, and (2) 
entrusting to the Commission the duty of preparing a definite provision on the 
foregoing lines. It was part of Dr. Hubbs’ proposal that the provision to be 
inserted in the Régles on the foregoing subject should be as brief and concise 
as the circumstances would permit. Mr. Francis Hemming, Secretary to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and Chairman of the 
Colloquium, then proposed that advantage should be taken of the large 
attendance at that Plenary Session to obtain a general expression of opinion 
on the merits of the suggestion that had been made by Dr. Hubbs. Mr. 
Hemming accordingly proposed a motion in the terms set out above. After 
this proposal had been seconded by Dr. A. do Amaral, Vice-President of the 
Commission, and supported by Dr. Hubbs and Dr. Ernst Mayr, the motion 
was put to the Plenary Session by the Chairman (Dr. B. Rensch) and was 
unanimously adopted. 


29. The question was further considered at a meeting held jointly with the 
Section on Nomenclature of the Congress and with the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature on Monday, 10th August, 1953. The 
Colloquium then agreed by a majority to recommend, and it now recommends, 
the insertion in the Régles of a provision in the sense of the Resolution informally 
adopted at the Plenary Session held on Friday, 7th August, 1953, as recorded 
in the preceding paragraph, the precise wording of this provision to be left 
to be determined by the International Commission. 


30. The Colloquium further recommends that, whatever may be the form 
which the International Commission may adopt for giving effect to the Principle 
of Conservation within the field prescribed by the Resolution adopted by the 
Plenary Session of the Congress held on Friday, 7th August, 1953, that scheme 
should include provision, by way of a Recommandation or otherwise, for names 
which are rejected under the Principle of Conservation to be placed upon the 
appropriate Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Names. 


31. Provisions for the restriction and designation of localities for nominal 
species : The Colloquium recommends that the following provisions should be 
inserted in the Régles for the purpose of providing means for the restriction 
and designation of localities for nominal species :— 


(1) Restriction of localities for nominal species : 


(a) When, in the opinion of a taxonomist, the locality cited for 
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a nominal species by the original author of a specific name is 
lacking in sufficient precision and no further information is 
obtainable from the label affixed to the holotype or lectotype 
of the species, it shall be open to that taxonomist, acting as 
first reviser, to specify a restricted portion of the region or area 
cited by the original author to be the locality for the nominal 
species concerned. 


(b) It shall be open to any later taxonomist further to restrict the 
locality for the nominal species in question by selecting some 
part of the area specified by the previous reviser. 


(c) When two or more authors publish restrictions for the locality 
of a nominal species, the principle of priority shall apply, 
except when, as provided above, the later author further 
restricts the locality specified by the earlier author. 


(d) A locality determined for a nominal species in the foregoing 
manner shall be termed the “restricted locality’ for that 
species. 


(2) Designation of localities for nominal species : 


(a) When the original author of a specific name did not cite a locality 
for the nominal species in question or, in the opinion of a later 
taxonomist, cited an erroneous locality, and no information 
is obtainable from the label attached to the holotype or lecto- 
type of the species, it shall be open to the later taxonomist, 
acting as a first reviser, to designate a locality to be accepted 
for the nominal species in question. 


(6) When in any such case two or more authors publish designations 
for any given nominal species, the principle of priority shall 
apply, except that it shall be open to a second or later reviser 

‘to restrict the locality designated by the earlier reviser in the 
manner laid down in (1) above. 


(c) A locality determined for a nominal species in the foregoing 
manner shall be termed the “ designated locality’ for that 
species. 


(3) Restrictions and designations of localities made prior to the coming 
into force of the provisions specified in (1) and (2) above are to be 
accepted if they are consistent with those provisions, irrespective 
‘of the actual wording employed by the authors concerned when 
making those restrictions or designations. 
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B. Recognition of Neotypes as a Category 
of Type Specimen* 


32. The Colloquium recommends that neotypes should be recognised as 
a category of type specimen and that for this purpose the provisions set out 
in the following paragraphs should be inserted in the Régles. 


33. Definition of the expression “ neotype ’’ : The Colloquium recommends 
that the following definition of the expression ‘‘neotype”’ should be inserted 
in the Régles :— 


A neotype is a single specimen, identified with a nominal species 
already described, and designated, according to the provisions given 
below, as a unique standard of reference to replace a holotype or lectotype 
that is believed to have been lost or destroyed. 


84. General Purpose for which neotypes are to be established : The Collo- 
quium recommends that a provision should be inserted in the Régles defining 
as follows the purposes for which neotypes may be established :— 


(1) Neotypes are not to be designated for themselves alone, or as a 
curatorial routine, but only in exceptional circumstances when they 
are desirable in the interests of stability. 


(2) Neotypes are to be designated only in cases (preferably in revisionary 
work) in which they are relevant and essential to solving a con- 
fused zoological problem, such as the confused identities of closely 
related species for which holotypes are no longer extant. 


(3) In particular, neotypes are not to be established for nominal species, 
the names of which are not in general use. 


35. Conditions for the establishment of neotypes: The Colloquium 
recommends that there should be inserted in the Régles a provision defining 
as follows the conditions requisite for the establishment of neotypes :— 


Where the provisions prescribed as to the purpose for which neotypes 
may be established are satisfied, an author may designate a neotype, 
provided :— 


(1) that the designation is published under the conditions specified 
in Article 25 of the Régles ; 


(2) that a note containing a reference to the publication referred to 
in (1) above is sent to the Secretary to the Commission, who 
shall be responsible for publishing such notes in the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature as rapidly as possible in the order 
in which they are received ; 


4 See Case No. 2. 
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(3) that the author, in publishing his neotype designation, states 
his reasons for believing all the type material to be lost or 
destroyed, and in the former case, what measures have been 
taken to find that material ; 


(4) that the neotype is, or at the time of designation becomes, the 
property of a recognised scientific or educational institution 
which maintains a research zoological collection with proper 
facilities for preserving types, and which gives research scientists 
access to its collection ; 


(5) that evidence is provided that the specimen designated as the 
neotype is consistent :— 


(a) with what is known of the original type material from 
its description and from other possible corroborative 
information, except that, where a nominal species was 
originally based upon an immature form or upon a specimen 
of the sex in which the diagnostic characters are less clearly 
marked, a neotype may differ from the original type 
material or its description ; 


(6) with action taken by previous revisers ; 


(6) that the author gives a precise description of the neotype, 
including, if necessary for diagnosis, a figure of the whole 
animal or of diagnostic parts or a bibliographic reference to 
such a description or figure, with a definite statement that the 
neotype is consistent with that description or figure ; 


(7) that, when the precise locality, and, in the case of parasitic 
species, type host, and, in the case of Fossil species, type 
, horizon, from which the original holotype or lectotype was 
obtained is known, the neotype is shown to have come from 
as near as possible to that locality, host, or horizon, respectively, 
subject only to the availability of material, and, in no case, 
to have come from a locality, host, or horizon, outside the 
natural range of the species. 


36. “‘ Recommandation ’’ to authors, before designating neotypes, to 
satisfy themselves that this would not arouse objections : The Colloquium 
recommends that there should be inserted in the Régles a Recommandation 
that, before an author designates a neotype, he should satisfy himself that 
such a designation would not arouse objections from the majority of fellow- 
workers in the same group. 
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87. “‘ Recommandation ”’ to authors, when designating neotypes, to include 
a reference to all labels attached to the specimens selected : The Colloquium 
recommends that there should be inserted in the Régles a Recommandation 
advising authors when designating neotypes to cite particulars of all labels 
attached to the specimens selected as such. 


88. ‘‘ Recommandation ’’ to institutions where neotypes are deposited 
to ensure that specimens are clearly labelled, safely preserved, and made freely 
available for study : The Colloquium recommends that there should be inserted 
in the Régles a Recommandation urging that all institutions in which neotypes 
are deposited (i) should ensure that those neotypes are clearly marked so that 
they may be unmistakably recognised as neotypes, (ii) should take all necessary 
steps to ensure that the neotypes are safely preserved, and (iii) should make 
the neotypes available to research scientists for study. 


89. Status of neotypes and provision for challenge in individual eases : 
The Colloquium recommends the insertion in the Régles of a provision as 
follows regulating the status of neotypes and giving an opportunity for the 
challenge of neotype designations in individual cases :— 


The status of neotypes is to be governed by the following rules :— 


(1) A neotype designation made in accordance with the mandatory 
provisions (1) to (7) [i.e. the provisions so numbered in the 
provision recommended in paragraph 35 of the present Report] 
is to be accepted in the absence of a clear indication to the 
contrary, but such a designation is to be open to challenge 
for a period of five years from the date of publication in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature of the record of its publica- 
tion, as provided in provision (2) referred to above. 


(2) Challenges against neotype designations should be addressed to 
the International Commission, whose duty it will be to decide 
each such case on its merits. 


(3) Challenges are to be entertained by the International Com- 
mission only on the grounds :— 


(i) of non-compliance with one or more of the mandatory 
provisions referred to above ; ; 


(ii) of clear evidence of undesirable or unethical practices in 
the designation of the neotype concerned. 


(4) Where the International Commission is satisfied that a challenge 
made under (3) above is well-founded, the neotype designation 
in question shall automatically be rejected. 
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(5) In every case the decision by the International Commission 
on a challenge submitted under (1) above shall be final. 


(6) After the expiry of the five-year period referred to in (1) above, 
no further challenge is to be entertained by the International 
Commission, and the name of the species concerned, together 
with a reference to the neotype designation, is to be placed 
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 


40. Position of a neotype when part of the original type material is re- 
discovered : The Colloquium has considered the situation which would arise if, 
after a neotype designation had been made for a given species, part of the 
original material were to be rediscovered, and recommends that, in order to 
deal with such a situation, the following provision should be inserted in the 
Reégles :— 


Where, after a neotype has been designated for any given nominal 
species, part of the original type material is rediscovered, the status of the 
neotype shall be determined in accordance with the following rules :— 


(1) On the rediscovery of the holotype or lectotype, or of a syntype, 
of a nominal species for which a neotype has been designated, 
it shall be open to any author, acting as a first reviser, to 
decide whether stability and universality of nomenclature 
will be better promoted by retaining the neotype and sup- 
pressing the holotype, lectotype or syntype or by the contrary 
procedure. 


(2) Whatever the decision taken by the first reviser under (1) above, 
that decision is to be duly published and a reference to that 
publication sent to the Secretary of the Commission who 
shall be responsible for inserting it in the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature. 


(3) On the publication of such a notice, the action of the first 
reviser shall become effective provisionally. 


(4) If the action of the first reviser is challenged, the case is to be 
submitted to the International Commission, whose duty it 
shall be to decide whether, in the interests of stability and 
universality of nomenclature, the action of the first reviser 
shall be accepted or rejected. 


(5) In every case brought before it under (4) above, the decision of 
the International Commission shall be final. 


It is proposed also that a Recommandation should be added to the Régles 
recommending a first reviser, in a case where, after a neotype has been designated 
for a nominal species, the original type material of the species is rediscovered, 
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other things being equal, to select the original type material in preference to 
the neotype to serve as the standard of reference for the species concerned. 


41. Position of unofficial “‘ neotypes ’’ established before the introduction 
of the present scheme: The Colloquium recommends the insertion in the 
Reégles of the following provision regulating the position of unofficial “ neo- 
types ”’ established prior to the introduction of the scheme recommended in the 
present Report :— 


? 


Unofficial “ neotypes ”’ established prior to the coming into force 
of the present scheme are not automatically to be accepted, but, when 
all the other mandatory provisions [i.e. the provisions specified in the 
provision recommended in paragraph 35 of the present Report] have been 
fulfilled, are to be deemed to have been duly designated when a statement 
listing the names of the nominal species for which such “ neotypes ”’ have 
been established, with bibliographical references to the paper in which 
those neotypes were so established, has been communicated to the 
Secretary of the International Commission and published in the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature in accordance with provision (2) of the mandatory 
provisions referred to above, but such designations of ‘‘ neotypes ”’ will be 
open to challenge during the waiting period of five years in the same way 
as any other neotype designation. 


42. ‘‘ Recommandation ’’ that full opportunity be given to authors of 
unofficial “‘ neotypes ’’ to validate them before other neotypes are designated for 
the same species : The Colloquium recommends that a Recommandation should 
be inserted in the Régles advising that full opportunity should be given to 
authors of unofficial “‘ neotypes ’’ designated prior to the coming into force of 
the present scheme themselves to validate those “neotype”’ designations 
before any other author designates some other specimen as the neotype for 
the species concerned. 


C. Provisions relating to names in the family, subfamily 
and allied categories® 


43. Revised provisions to be substituted for Articles 4 and 5: The 
Colloquium recommends that the following provisions governing the names 
of families and related categories should be inserted in the Régles in place 
of the existing Articles 4 and 5 as amended at Paris. 


44. Introduction and definition of the expression ‘‘ Family-Group ”’ : 
The Colloquium recommends the introduction in the Régles of the expression 
“Family-Group ”’ of categories to denote all those categories between the 
Generic Group and the Ordinal Group of categories. 


5 Case No. 3. 
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45. Priority to be accorded to Family-Group names: The Colloquium 
recommends the introduction of the following provisions for determining the 
relative priority to be accorded to Family-Group names :— 

(1) The naming of units belonging to the Family-Group of categories 
shall be governed by priority, except that, in cases where priority 
is in conflict with current usage, current usage is to be maintained, 
wherever, in the opinion of the individual taxonomist, this would 
lead to greater stability and universality of nomenclature than 
would the strict application of priority. 


(2) An author wishing to invoke the procedure specified in (1) above 
shall send to the Secretary to the Commission a notice drawing 
attention to the paper in which the proposal in question has been 
published, and it shall be the duty of the Secretary to the Com- 
mission to publish that notice in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature as quickly as possible. 


(3) On the publication of such a notice, the action proposed shall become 
effective provisionally. 


(4) In any given case the setting aside of priority is to become definitive 
only after the lapse of two years from the appearance in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature of the notice referred to in (2) 
above. 


(5) During the foregoing two-year period zoologists will be free to lodge 
with the International Commission formal protests against the 
action taken, and in such cases it shall be the duty of the Commission 
to decide what action shall be taken. 


46. Family-Group names to be co-ordinate with one another: The 
Colloquium recommends that names applied to units belonging to the Family- 
Group of categories shall be co-ordinate with one another, that is to say, for 
purposes of priority, a name published for a unit in any category in the Family- 
Group and based on a particular type-genus shall date from its original 
publication for a unit in any category in the Family-Group and shall retain 
that priority even if that unit is subsequently treated as belonging to a higher 
or lower category in the Family-Group. 


47. Categories in the Family-Group to be recognised and the terminations 
of their names prescribed : The Colloquium recommends :— 


(1) that the existing provisions in Article 4 governing the terminations 
of names of families (‘‘-IDAE”’) and subfamilies (“-INAE ’’) 
should be retained ; 


(2) that no terminations should be prescribed by the present (Copenhagen) 
Congress for the names of tribes (this term to be understood to 
apply to a category below the subfamily), superfamilies or any 
other category in the Family-Group, apart from those specified 
in (1) above ; 
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(3) that, notwithstanding (2) above, names given to units belonging to 
the categories there referred to are to be available for use and that 
such names are to be subject to the same rules as names given to 
families and subfamilies and, from a nomenclatorial standpoint, 
are to be interchangeable with the latter as well as with one 
another. 


48. Arrangements proposed for settling the terminations to be prescribed 
for names of taxa belonging to certain categories in the Family-Group: The 
Colloquium recommends that a special Committee of interested specialists 
shall be appointed for the purpose of studying the problem involved in fixing 
terminations for the names of taxa belonging to categories in the Family-Group, 
with special reference to the schemes suggested by Stenzel, Hubbs and others. 
The Colloquium recommends further that the Committee should be asked 
to report to the International Commission in time for its Report to be published 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature not later than one year before the 
opening of the next (XVth) International Congress of Zoology. 


49. Relation of a Family-Group name to the name of an included genus : 
The Colloquium recommends the insertion in the Régles of the following pro- 
visions regarding the relation of a Family-Group name to the name of an 
included genus :— 


(1) A Family-Group name must be based upon the name of an included 
genus, which automatically becomes the name of the type genus 
of the Family-Group taxon concerned. 


(2) Any included genus may be made the type genus of a taxon belonging 
to the Family-Group, irrespective of the priority ranking of its 
name in relation to the names of other included genera. 


50. Formation of Family-Group names: The Colloquium recommends 
that the following provisions and Recommandations should be inserted in the 
Regles on the subject of the formation of names of taxa belonging to categories 
in the Family-Group :— 

(1) A provision prescribing :— 

(a) that, where the name, or the terminal part of the name, of the 
type genus of a taxon in any category in the Family-Group is 
a word of Greek or Latin origin, the corresponding Family- 
Group name concerned is to be formed by taking the genitive 
of the name of the type genus, and replacing the genitive 
termination by the appropriate termination for the category 


in the family group concerned (e.g. “‘-IDAE” for family, 
“INAE ” for subfamily) ; 


(6) that, where the name of the type genus of a taxon belonging to the 
Family-Group is based on a word of Greek or Latin origin 
and the name of the Family-Group taxon was incorrectly 
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formed in contravention of (a) above at the time when it was 
first published, that name is to be automatically corrected ; 


(c) that a Schedule should be appended to the Regles giving guidance 


on the correct method of forming Family-Group names based 
on generic names consisting of words of Greek and Latin 
origin ; 


(d) that, where the name of the type genus of a taxon in any category 
in the Family-Group is based wpon a barbarous word (i.e., 
upon a word not of Greek or Latin origin) or consists: of an 
arbitrary combination of letters, the first name to be published 
for that family-group taxon formed by adding the relevant 
termination to a portion of the name of the type genus is to 
be accepted. 


(2) A Recommandation advising authors, when forming, for taxa belonging 
to the Family-Group, names which either are based upon barbarous 
words or consist of arbitrary combinations of letters, to select as 
the basis of the Family-Group name concerned such portion of 
the name of the type genus as will, when combined with the 
appropriate termination :— 

(a2) make clear the relation between the generic name and the name 
of the Family-Group taxon concerned; and 


(6) give the name of the Family-Group taxon the simpiest. and 
most euphonious form compatible with that relationship. 


51. Status of incorrectly formed Family-Group names: The Colloquium 
recommends that a provision should be inserted in the Régles prescribing that 
a name given to a taxon of the Family-Group is not to be treated as a junior 
homonym of an identical name previously published for some other taxon in 
the Family-Group, if the spelling used for the earlier name is due to that 
name having been incorrectly formed. 


52. Conditions necessary for a Family-Group name to acquire availability : 
The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be inserted in the Regles 
prescribing that a name given to a taxon of the Family-Group is to be treated 
as having been published with an indication through the incorporation into it 
of a basic portion of the name of its type genus. The Colloquium proposes, 
however, that a Recommandation should be inserted urging authors when 
publishing a name for a new taxon belonging to a category in the Family- 
Group to give a diagnosis of the characters relied upon for distinguishing that 
taxon from allied taxa previously named. 


53. Family-Group names originally published without prescribed or 
currently accepted terminations: The Colloquium recommends that there 
should be inserted in the Régles the following provisions regarding the status 
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of names published for taxa in the Family-Group without prescribed or 
currently accepted terminations :— 

(1) A Family-Group name is to be accepted as acquiring availability and 
as ranking for priority as from the date of its original publication, 
irrespective of whether it was then published with one of the termina- 
tions now prescribed or currently accepted, provided that it is 
clear that the term concerned was used to denote a suprageneric 
category and was not employed merely as a plural noun or adjective. 


(2) Names consisting of vernacular words are not to be accepted as 
available names for taxa in the Family-Group, unless, in the 
opinion of specialists in the group concerned, it is specially desirable 
in the interests of stability and universality of nomenclature that 
priority should attach to the concept represented by a given name 
consisting of a vernacular word. 


(3) Where, under (2) above, specialists accept a name consisting of a 
vernacular word, that action shall be subject to the challenge 
procedure laid down for cases where a duly published name in the 
Family-Group is set aside in favour of a name of later date [i.e. the 
procedure specified in paragraph 45 of the present Report]. 


54. Effect on the name of a taxon belonging to the Family-Group of a 
change in the name of its type genus : The Colloquium recommends :— 


(1) that the following provisions should be inserted in the Régles regarding 
the effect on the name of a taxon in the Family-Group of a change 
in the name of its type genus :— 


(a) where the name of the type genus of a taxon belonging to the 
Family-Group has to be changed because it is found to be 
either (i) a junior objective synonym or (ii) a junior subjective 
synonym, the name of the Family-Group taxon based upon 
the name of that type genus is not to be changed ; 


(b) where the name of the type genus of a taxon belonging to the 
Family-Group has to be changed because it is found to be a 
junior homonym, the name of that taxon is to be replaced by 
a name based upon the changed name of the type genus. (The 
purpose of this provision is to secure that in the circumstances 
in question the Family-Group name concerned shall be based 
upon the oldest available name tor a nominal genus which is 
either objectively, or, if no such name exists, subjectively, 
identical with the nominal genus, the name of which has been 
rejected.) 

(2) that there should be inserted in the Régles a Recommandation urging 
that, where authors are of the opinion that the use of a Family- 
Group name based upon the name of a genus other than that which is 
the oldest available such name for the type genus concerned would 
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be preferable in the interests of stability and universality of nomen- 
clature, they should submit the case to the International Com- 
mission for action under the Plenary Powers. 


55. Homonymy in Family-Group names : The Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in the Regles of the following provisions dealing with homonymy 
in Family-Group names :— 


(1) Two Family-Group names are homonyms of one another when, 
apart from their terminations, they are identical with one another. 


(2) Where two Family-Group names are homonyms of one another—the 
names of the type genera on which they are based having identical 
stems but not themselves being homonymous—the case is to be 
submitted to the International Commission, which shall direct that 
a small change—sufficient to destroy homonymy, while leaving the 
name recognisable—be made in one of the two homonymous 
Family-Group names concerned. 


56. Citation of authors and dates of publication of Family-Group names : 
The Colloquium recommends the insertion in the Régles of a provision that 
authors’ names and dates of publication for Family-Group names need not be 
cited, except, where so desired, in catalogues or similar works for historical 
purposes or in discussions of the relations between names in the Family-Group. 


57. Emendation of Family-Group names ; The Colloquium recommends 
that there should be inserted in the Régles a provision that, subject to the 
provision numbered (1) (6) recommended in paragraph 50 of the present Report, 
there is to be no emendation of Family-Group names, except (i) where a valid 
emendation is made in the portion of the name of the type genus on which the 
Family-Group name concerned is based, or (ii) where the International Com- 
mission may so direct. 


58. Establishment of an “‘ Official List of Family-Group Names in 
Zoology ’’ and of a corresponding “ Official Index ’’ of Rejected and Invalid 
Names : The Colloquium recommends the insertion in the Régles of a provision 
prescribing :— \ 

(1) that there shall be established an Official List of Family-Group Names 

in Zoology and an Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family- 
Group Names in Zoology possessing the same status as, and being 
subject to rules similar to those, prescribed by the Paris (1948) 
Congress (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 267-269, 271, 334-335) 
for the existing Official List and Official Index of Generic Names 
in Zoology ; 

(2) that, in the Official List and the Official Index established under (1) 
above, the only entry to be made in respect of any given name is a 
reference to the first publication of that name, irrespective of the 
category within the Family-Group, to which the taxon so named 
was then assigned. 
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D. Proposed adoption of rules for the naming of Orders and 
Higher Taxonomic Categories® 


59. Proposed introduction of provisions for the naming of Orders and 
Higher Taxonomic Categories : The Colloquium recommends that the procedure 
and provisions specified in the following paragraphs be adopted for regulating 
the naming of Orders and Higher Taxonomic Categories. 


60. Introduction and definition of the expressions ‘‘ Order/Class-Group ”’ 
and “ Phylum-Group ’?: The Colloquium recommends the adoption in the 
Regles (a) of the expression “‘ Order/Class-Group ”’ of categories to denote all 
the categories from Sub-Order to Super-Class (both inclusive), and (6) the 
expression “‘ Phylum-Group” to denote all categories from Sub-Phylum 
upwards. 


61. Definition of names in the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum-Group 
to be by type : The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be inserted 
in the Régles dealing as follows with the definition of names belonging to the 
Order/Class-Group and the Phylum-Group :— 


(1) The concepts represented by taxonomic categories above the Family- 
Group, that is, all the categories belonging to the Order/Class-Group 
and the Phylum-Group, are to be defined by the type method. 


(2) The type unit in each case is to be a type genus. 


62. Provisions relating to names in the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum- 
Group published before the introduction of the proposed scheme: The Collo- 
quium recommends the adoption of the following arrangements for determining 
which of the names given to taxa belonging to the Order/Class-Group and the 
Phylum-Group before the introduction of the scheme now proposed are to be 
accepted and the incorporation in the Régles of such parts of Recommendations 
(5) and (6) below as require to be so included in order to give valid force to the 
selection of names now proposed :— 


(1) Lists of Recommended Names and of Objectively Invalid Names to 
be prepared by Specialist Committees: The International Com- 
mission should invite Committees of Specialists in each major group 
of the Animal Kingdom to prepare and submit for eventual adoption 
by the Commission two lists of recommended names for taxa within 
their field, (i) for taxa belonging to the Order/Class-Group, and (ii) 
for taxa belonging to the Phylum-Group. The Commission should 
be asked to invite the. Committees of Specialists, when selecting 


® See Case No. 4. 
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names to be included in the recommended lists, to give first 
consideration to weight of current usage, and, when usage affords 
no clear basis for choice, to other considerations, such as priority, 
the nature of such considerations to be specified in the list to be 
submitted. The Committees of Specialists should be asked also 
to furnish lists of objectively invalid names of taxa belonging to the 
foregoing Groups. 


(2) Type genera to be designated : The Specialist Committees should be 
asked, when compiling lists of names for taxa of the categories 
concerned, to designate a type genus for every nominal unit in the 
group in question. 


(3) Method to be adopted in designating type genera: The Specialist 
Committees should be asked, when designating type genera :— 


(a) in the case of a taxon, for which it is proposed to include a 
name in the recommended list, to select as the type genus a 
nominal genus which is, so far as possible, taxonomically 
central to the collection of sub-units involved and therefore 
unlikely to be removed on taxonomic grounds from the 
collection to which the name which it is selected to typify is 
normally applied. 


(6) in the case of unwanted names, to select type genera in such a 
way as to secure that as many-as possible of such names are 
made objective synonyms of names included in the list 
recommended for adoption. 


(4) Type genera to be so designated as not to interfere with taxonomic 
freedom of workers: The recommended lists should not imply 
any particular taxonomic scheme, but should provide, so far as 
practicable, an available name for every taxonomic unit of the 
categories concerned that has been proposed, even though some, or 
even the majority, of the members of the Committee may consider 
many such names to be subjective synonyms of others. Special 
care must be taken to avoid invalidating names which are used in 
alternative taxonomic schemes both of which are still in current 
use. 


(5) Recommendations of Specialist Committees to be published and an 
opportunity provided to specialists to comment thereon : establish- 
ment of “ Official Lists ’’ of ‘‘ Names in the Order/Class-Group in 
Zoology ’’ and of “‘ Names in the Phylum-Group in Zoology ’’ and 
of corresponding ‘* Official Indexes of Rejected and Invalid Names ”’ : 
The Colloquium recommends that the lists of recommended names 
furnished by the Specialist Committees should be published in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and an interval of two years 
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allowed for consideration and comment by the general zoological 
public before official endorsement of the names concerned by the 
International Commission and the placing of the names on one of 
the two Official Lists which it is recommended should be established 
along lines similar to the existing Official List of Generic Names 
in Zoology. ‘These Lists should be styled respectively the “ Official 
List of Names in the Order/Class-Group in Zoology” and the 
“ Official List of Names in the Phylum-Group in Zoology”. In 
addition, the Specialist Committees should be asked to report names 
which are objectively invalid, by reason either (a) of possessing the 
same type genus as a nominal unit the name of which it is proposed 
should be placed on either of the Officzal Lists referred to above, or 
(b) of homonymy, so that these may be placed on Official Indexes 
of Rejected and Invalid Names, corresponding with the two 
Official Lists suggested above. These Official Lists and Official 
Indexes should be granted the same status as, and should be subject 
to rules similar to those recommended in paragraph 58 of the 
present Report for, the corresponding Lists and Indexes for Family- 
Group Names. 


(6) Date of coming into force of the present scheme: The Colloquium 
recommends that the International Commission should seek to 
ensure that the Specialist Committees submit lists of names in 
time for their recommendations to be published, fully considered 
and, where appropriate, for the names concerned to be placed on 
the proposed Official Lists and Official Indexes before the Linnean 
Bicentenary in 1958. For this purpose it will be necessary for the 
International Commission to notify to the Committees of Specialists 
the terminal date of the period to be covered by the survey of 
names in the Order/Class-Group and in the Phylum-Group to be 
made by those Committees. The Colloquium recommends that the 
date so selected by the Commission should be the terminal date of 
the period to which the recommendations in the present paragraph 
should be applicable, all names in the Order/Class-Group and in 
the Phylum-Group published after the close of that period to be 
subject to the provisions recommended in paragraph 64 of the 
present Report. 


63. Relative status on the “‘ Official Lists ’’ of names published before 
the coming into force of the scheme, for taxa belonging to the Order/Class-Group 
and the Phylum-Group: The Colloquium recommends the inclusion in the 
Régles of a provision that, where a taxon is formed either in the Order/Class- 
Group or in the Phylum-Group as the result of the union of two nominal units, 
the names of which were published before the coming into operation of the 
proposed scheme and have been placed on one or other of the Official Lists 
referred to in sub-section (5) of paragraph 62 above, the name of the combined 
unit is to be governed by priority, except that where, in the interests of 
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stability and universality of nomenclature, an author wishes to set aside the 
strict application of priority, he may send a notification of his proposal to do 
so to the Secretary of the International Commission who shall publish it as 
soon as possible in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. The Colloquium 
further recommends that such a proposal to put priority on one side shall be 
provisionally accepted at once but shall become definitive only after the lapse 
of a period of two years from the date of the appearance in the Bulletin of the 
notification regarding it, and that during this period zoologists shall be free 
to lodge formal protests against it before the International Commission. Where 
such a protest is lodged, it shall be the duty of the Commission to decide what 
action shall be taken. 


64. Provisions relating to names in the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum- 
Group published after the introduction of the scheme : The Colloquium recom- 
mends that a provision should be inserted in the Régles prescribing that the 
principle of priority shall apply to, and shall determine the relative status of, 
all names published for taxa belonging either to the Order/Class-Group or to 
the Phylum-Group after the introduction of the present scheme, i.e. after 
the date to be fixed by the International Commission under the procedure 
recommended in sub-section (6) of paragraph 62 above. The Colloquium 
further recommends that the Régles shall prescribe that no name published 
after the foregoing date for a taxon belonging to either of the foregoing Groups 
shall possess the status of availability unless the author of that name designates 
a type genus for the nominal unit concerned at the same time that he publishes 
a name for that unit. 


65. Procedure when a named taxon in the Order/Class-Group or the 
Phylum-Group is transferred on taxonomic grounds to a higher or lower category 
than that in which it was originally named : The Colloquium recommends the 
insertion in the Regles of a provision that, where a named taxon in the Order/ 
Class-Group or in the Phylum-Group is transferred on taxonomic grounds to 
a higher or lower category than that in which it was originally named, the 
name for that taxon in its new category may either (i) be based upon the same 
word, with or without a change in termination, as that which formed the basis 
of the name applied to it in its original taxonomic category, or (ii) may be a 
new name. The Colloquium further recommends the insertion in the Régles 
of a Recommandation urging authors to adopt the first of the foregoing courses, 
except where on grounds of etymology or euphony it is considered desirable to 
apply to the taxon in its new category a name based upon an entirely new 
word. 


66. Priority to be assigned to the name of a taxon in the Order/Class-Group 
or the Phylum-Group when that taxon is transferred on taxonomic grounds to 
a higher or lower category : The Colloquium recommends that a provision 
should be inserted in the Régles prescribing that, where a taxon named as 
belonging to one category in the Order/Class-Group or the Phylum-Group is 
later transferred on taxonomic grounds to a category of higher or lower rank, 
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the priority to be assigned to the name for that taxon in its new category is to 
be determined in accordance with the following rules :— 


(1) Where a new name is given to the taxon in its new rank, that name 
shall possess status for the purpose of priority as from the date of 
its publication. 


(2) Where the original name, either unchanged or with a modified ter 
mination, is adopted for the taxon in its new rank, that name shall 
possess status for the purpose of priority as from the date on which 
it was originally published as a name for the taxon in question at 
a time when that taxon was regarded as belonging to a category 
of lower or higher rank. 


67. Terminations for names in the Order/Class-Group and in the Phylum- 
Group : The Colloquium is of the opinion that there should be no prescribed 
terminations for the names of taxa belonging to the Order/Class-Group and 
the Phylum-Group. The Colloquium recommends that this view should be 
brought to the attention of the Specialist Committee which it has recom- 
mended (in paragraph 48 above) should be invited to draw up a scheme for the 
terminations to be adopted for names of taxa belonging to various categories 
in the Family-Group, having regard to the fact that suggestions have been 
made in the past (by Stenzel and others) that uniform terminations should 
be prescribed for names of taxa belonging to categories in the Order/Class- 
Group. 


68. Homonymy between names in the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum- 
Group : The Colloquium recommends that the following provisions should be 
inserted in the Régles on the subject of homonymy between names in the Order/ 
Class-Group and the Phylum-Group :— 


(1) The names of any two taxa in the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum- 
Group taken together are homonyms of one another when, apart 
from any difference in the termination used, they are identical in 
spelling. 


(2) Where a case of homonymy is discovered between any two names in 

the Order/Class-Group or between any two names in the Phylum- 
Group or between a name in the Order/Class-Group and a name in 
the Phylum-Group, the case is to be submitted to the International 
Commission for decision. 


69. Citation of authors and dates of publication of names in the Order/ 
Class-Group and the Phylum-Group : The Colloquium recommends the inclusion 
in the Régles of a provision that authors’ names and dates of publication of 
taxa belonging to the Order/Class-Group and the Phylum-Group need not be 
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cited, except, where desired, in catalogues and similar works for bibliographical 
purposes or in discussions of the relations between names belonging to those 


Groups. 


E. Emendation of Generic and Specific Names’ 


70. Revised provisions to be substituted for Article 19 : The Colloquium 
recommends that the existing Article 19 should be deleted from the Régles 
and should be replaced by the provisions set out in the five immediately following 
paragraphs. 


71. Introduction and definition of expressions to denote original and 
subsequent spellings of various types: The Colloquium recommends the 
inclusion in the Reégles of a provision introducing and defining the following 
expressions to denote, in the case of generic and specific names, original and 
subsequent spellings of various types :— 


(1) Original Spelling : The spelling (or spellings, if there were more than 
one) used for a generic name or for a specific name on the occasion 
of its original publication is (or are) the ‘ Original Spelling ” or 
the “ Original Spellings ” of that name. Original Spellings are of 
two kinds, namely “ Valid Original Spellings’? and ‘ Invalid 
Original Spellings ”’. 


(a) Valid Original Spelling 


(i) Where there was only one Original Spelling, that is the 
Valid Original Spelling, provided that there is no clear 
evidence in the original publication that this spelling 
was based on an inadvertent error, such as a lapsus or a 
copyist’s or printer’s error and that the name does not 
contravene any of the mandatory provisions of either 
Article 8 (generic names) or Article 14 (specific names). 
For this purpose, the expression “ inadvertent error ”’ does 
not include an error of transliteration into the Latin 
alphabet from some other alphabet or the use of an 
inappropriate connective vowel® in the formation of a 
name based upon a compound word [paragraph 93 below]. 


(ii) Where there was more than one Original Spelling and in the 
case of none of these spellings was there clear evidence 


* 7 §ee Case No. 5. 
8 See Case No. 9. 
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that it was the result of an inadvertent error, the Valid 
Original Spelling is that one of the Original Spellings used 
by the First Subsequent User of the name. 


(6) Invalid Original Spelling 


(i) Where there is clear evidence in the original publication 
that an Original Spelling was based upon an inadvertent 
error (e.g. where an author states that he is proposing a 
name to honour Carolus Linnaeus but the name is printed 
ninnaei) the erroneous spelling is an Invalid Original 
Spelling. 


(ui) Where an Original Spelling is a spelling which contravenes any 
of the mandatory provisions either of Article 8 [see para- 
graph 78 of the present Report] or of Article 14 [see 
paragraph 86 of the present Report], that Spelling is an 
Invalid Original Spelling. 


(iii) Where there was more than one Original Spelling and one 
of those spellings has, by virtue of being that employed by 
the First Subsequent User, become the Valid Original 
Spelling, each of the remaining Original Spellings is an 
Invalid Original Spelling. 


(2) Subsequent Spelling: Any spelling of a name used in a publication 
subsequent to that in which the name first appeared is a ‘“‘ Sub- 
sequent Spelling’. Subsequent Spellings are of two kinds, namely 
“ Emendations ”’ and “ Erroneous Subsequent Spellings ” :— 


(a) Emendations : Any change in spelling of a previously published 
generic or specific name which the author of that change makes 
clear is intentional is an Emendation of the previously published 
name. Emendations are also of two kinds :— 


(i) Valid Emendations : An emendation is a Valid Emendation 
where it constitutes the correction of an Invalid Original 
Spelling. 


(ii) Invalid Emendations: Any emendation which does not 
constitute the correction of an Invalid Original Spelling 
is an Invalid Emendation. 


(6) Erroneous Subsequent Spelling : Any change in the spelling of a 
previously published name other than an Emendation is an 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling. 


72. Rules for the spelling of names: The Colloquium recommends the 
inclusion in the Régles of a provision containing the following rules for the 
spelling of generic and specific names :— 
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(1) Subject to the provisions recommended in paragraphs 74 and 75 of 
the present Report, every Valid Original Spelling is to be retained. 


(2) An Invalid Original Spelling is to be corrected and to be treated as 
corrected wherever it occurs, the corrected spelling (i.e. the Valid 
Emendation) replacing the Invalid Original Spelling in all respects, 
including authorship and date. 


73. Status of Various Spellings : The Colloquium recommends the inclusion 
in the Regles of the following provisions regulating the status of various 
spellings :— 


(1) An Invalid Original Spelling has no status in nomenclature ; it does 
not preoceupy for the purposes of the Law cf Homonymy and is 
not available as a replacement name. 


(2) A Valid Emendation takes the place of an Invalid Original Spelling in 
every respect, including authorship and date. 


(3) An Invalid Emendation has status in nomenclature as a separate name 
with its own author and date. It is a junior objective synonym 
of the name in its original form and is available as a replacement 
name. It preoccupies any later name of the same spelling, and its 
author and date are the author and date of the (invalidly) proposed 
emendation. 


(4) An Hrroneous Subsequent Spelling has no separate status in nomen- 
clature ; it does not preoccupy for the purposes of the Law of 
Homonymy and is not available as a replacement name. 


74. Emendations of individual names approved by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature prior to the introduction of the revised 
scheme : The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be inserted in 
the Régles prescribing that emendations approved by the International Com- 
mission in Opinions rendered prior to the introduction of the revised provisions 
are to be accepted, irrespective of whether or not they would qualify as Valid 
Emendations under the provisions set out in paragraph 71 above. 


75. Emendations accepted by specialists without reference to the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature prior to the introduction of 
the revised scheme : It is the intention of the Colloquium that the provisions 
recommended in paragraphs 71 to 73 above shall apply to emendations 
published in the past as well as to those to be proposed in the future, but the 
Colloquium considers that it is desirable that appropriate provision should be 
made to prevent the introduction of the revised scheme leading to a widespread 
changing of names which are currently used in an emended form. The 
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Colloquium accordingly recommends the insertion in the Reégles of the following 
provision :— 

Where, in the interests of stability and universality of nomenclature, 
an author wishes to retain for use an Emendation (other than one approved 
by the Commission in an Opinion rendered prior to the introduction of the 
present provisions) which has passed into general use but would not qualify 
under these provisions as a Valid Emendation, he may send a notification 
of his proposal to the Secretary to the Commission who shall publish it as 
soon as possible in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. The action 
proposed shall thereupon become effective provisionally, but it shall be 
open to challenge by zoologists for a period to be prescribed by the 
Commission at the end of which time :— 


(a) if there has been no challenge, the past Invalid Emendation which 
it is desired to accept shall be added to the appropriate Official 
List and the Valid Original Spelling to the Official Index for 
purposes of Priority but not for those of Homonymy ; 


(6) if the proposed retention of the Invalid Emendation has been 
challenged, the case is to be decided by the International 
Commission. 


76. Relationship of the revised scheme for the emendation of names to 
the correction of contraventions of Articles 8 and 14 relating to the formation 
of generic and specific names respectively : The Colloquium considers that one 
of the weaknesses of the Régles has always been the lack of a clear indication 
of the relationship of Article 19, which deals with the emendation of generic 
and specific names, to Articles 8 and 14, which deal with the formation of 
generic and specific names respectively, for it was not clear whether, in view 
of the terms of Article 19, corrections of contraventions of the mandatory 
provisions of Articles 8 and 14 were permissible. In Paris in 1948 it was 
decided that contraventions of the mandatory provisions of these latter Articles 
were to be subject to automatic correction (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 68). 
This question has been further examined by the Colloquium in the course of 
its review of the problems involved in the emendation of generic and specific 
names. The Colloquium finds itself in agreement with the general standpoint 
adopted in Paris but it considers that the field within which contraventions 
of the provisions of Articles 8 and 14 should be subject to automatic correction 
(i.e. the number of mandatory provisions in those Articles) should be restricted. 
As will be seen later in the present Report, the Colloquium has accordingly 
recommended that certain of the existing mandatory provisions in Article 8 
(paragraph 78 below) and Article 14 (paragraph 86 below) be relegated to 
the status of Recommandations. Further, the Colloquium has recommended 
the insertion in each of the foregoing Articles of a provision that contraventions 
of the mandatory portions thereof are to be subject to automatic correction. 
For the sake of clarity, a cross-reference to these provisions has been inserted 
in the proposals for the revision of Article 19 submitted in paragraph 71 (see 
Sub-Section (1) (a) (i) and (1) (0) (ii)) of the present Report). 
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SECTION 2. PROPOSALS RELATING TO THE AMPLIFICATION OR 
AMENDMENT OF INDIVIDUAL ARTICLES IN THE 
“ REGLES ”’ 


Article 3 


77. Letters to be accepted as belonging to the Latin alphabet for the 
purposes of zoological nomenclature : The Colloquium recommends the addition 
to Article 3 (which prescribes that a scientific name must be a Latin or Latinised 
word or a word treated as such) of a provision that for this purpose the use 
of the neo-Latin letters “‘j”’, “k”, “w” and “y ” is permissible. 


Article 8 


78. Article 8 to be redrafted so as to reduce the number of mandatory 
provisions by relegating certain provisions to the status of ‘‘ Recommandations”’ : 
The Colloquium recommends that the structure of Article 8 be recast as 
follows :— 


(1) the mandatory portion shall be confined to the following :— 


(a) the following revised version of this Article, as it existed prior to 
its amendment in 1948 :— 


(i) A generic name («) must consist of a single word, either 
simple or compound, (f) must be either a Latin word or 
a Latinised word or an arbitrary combination of letters 
treated by its original author as being such a word, (y) 
must be a noun substantive or a word treated as such, 
and (5) must be published in the nominative singular 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 139-140) or, if published 
in some other case or number (as the generic name 
Potamon), must be treated by its original author as a 
word in the nominative singular (1950, ibid. 4: 196). 


(ii) A generic name must be written with a capital initial letter, 
and a name not so published is to be corrected by subse- 
‘ quent authors. 


(b) the provision relating to the orthography of names based upon 
words commencing with the particles ““Mc’’, “ M’” and “‘ Mac” 
recommended in paragraph 80 of the present Report. 


(2) all other provisions in Article 8, that is, the provisions adopted in 
Paris in 1948 at the Ninth Meeting of the International Commission 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 253, Conclusion 37 (1)) shall be 
reduced from mandatory rank to the status of Recommandations. 


79. Contraventions of the mandatory provisions of Article 8 to be subject 
to automatic correction: Article 8 deals only with the formation of generic 
names which are available names by reason of having satisfied the requirements 
of Article 25, and is not concerned with names formed in such a way as to 
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render them invalid. It is for this reason that the provision adopted in Paris 
in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 261-262) that words having the termina- 
tions “-idae’”’ and “‘-inae”’ are ineligible for use as generic names does not 
form part of the present Article®. The mandatory provisions of Article 8, 
which, as will be seen from the immediately preceding paragraph, are now 
to be considerably reduced in scope, are “mandatory ’”’ in the sense that, 
where a name is formed in a manner contrary to those provisions, the mistake 
so made in the formation of that name is to be corrected. In order to make 
it perfectly clear that this is the action required, the Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in Article 8 of a provision prescribing that a contravention of 
any of the mandatory provisions of that Article is to be subject to automatic 
correction. 


80. Formation of generic names based upon modern patronymics com- 
mencing with the particles “ Mc ’’ and “‘ M’’’ ©: At Paris in 1948 it was agreed 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 206-207) to insert a provision in Article 14 
that, where a specific name is based upon a modern patronymic commencing 
with the particle ‘‘ Mc ” and the first letter of the second part of the patronymic 
commences with a capital letter, that letter, in the name so formed, is to be 
written with a small letter and the particle is to be spelled out in full as “ Mac ’’, 
but through some inadvertence a corresponding decision was not then taken 
in relation to generic names. Further, also as the result of inadvertence, 
the Paris decision did not cover the parallel case of a name based upon a 
modern patronymic commencing with the particle “M’”. The Colloquium 
recommends that these omissions should now be made good by the addition 
to Article 8 of a mandatory provision applying to generic names the decision 
as regards specific names based upon modern patronymics commencing with 
the particles ““Mac”’ and “Mc” and including in that provision a parallel 
provision relating to names commencing with the particle ‘‘ M’”’. 


81. Formation of generic names based upon modern patronymics consisting 
of compound words of which the first portion is the definite article: The 
Colloquium recommends that the Régles should provide that, where a generic 
name is based upon a modern patronymic consisting of a compound word and 
the first part of that patronymic is the definite article, it shall be permissible 
to form the generic name in question either with or without the definite article. 
The Colloquium is of the opinion, however, that the omission of the definite 
article in such cases is to be deprecated and it accordingly recommends the 
insertion in this part of Article 8 of a Recommandation urging authors in future 
to include the definite article when forming generic names of this type. 


® At the time when this decision was taken, the place where this provision should be inserted 
in the Régles was expressly left open for later consideration by the draftsman of the revised 
text of the Régles, the decision being that this provision should be inserted at an “‘ appropriate 
point’’. By an oversight this decision was later incorrectly indexed under Article 8 (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 727). 

10 See Case No. 8. For the corresponding decision in relation to specific names see paragraph 
92 of the present Report. 

11 See Case No. 12. 
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82. ‘* Recommandation ’’ deprecating the formation of generic names 
composed of compound words consisting of, or derived from, in the one case, 
a Greek word and, in the other, a Latin word : The Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in Article 8 of a Recommandation urging authors, when proposing 
generic names consisting of compound words, to avoid selecting words of which 
one term consists of, or is derived from, a Greek word and the other a Latin 
word, 


83. ‘‘ Recommandation ’”’ urging authors, when proposing generic names, 
to state the gender and etymology of those names : The Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in Article 8 of a Recommandation urging authors, when proposing 
generic names based upon Greek or Latin words, (i) to determine, if necessary 
in consultation with a competent authority, the gender of the words con- 
cerned, and (ii) to include in the description of the genus a statement regarding 
the gender of the name and its etymology. 


New Article containing rules for determining the gender of generic 
names 


84. Revised Rules for determining the gender of generic names: The 
Colloquium recommends that at some appropriate point in the Régles provisions 
on the following lines should be inserted for the purpose of determining the 
gender to be accepted for any given generic name, these provisions to replace 
to such extent as may be necessary, the provisions agreed upon in Paris in 
1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 247-250) : 


(1) The gender of a generic name consisting of a word of Greek or Latin 
origin is to be the gender of the word concerned as recorded in the 
standard lexicons of Classical Greek or Classical Latin, notwith- 
standing any contrary zoological usage. 


(2) Where the spelling of a generic name corresponds with the spelling 
of such a word in the nominative singular, it is to be assumed that 
the name was taken directly from the Classical Greek or Latin 
noun concerned, both where that noun was specified by the original 
author of the name and where it is obvious that this was the 
intention of that author, although he did not expressly so specify. 


(3) Where a Greek or Latin word has, on being used as a generic name, 
been modified by the addition of a nominative suffix, the gender 
becomes that of the suffix (thus nouns ending in “ -stomus”’ are 

to be treated as masculine, although those ending in “ -stoma”’ 


are neuter). 


_ (4) Where the standard lexicon shows that a word adopted as a generic 
name may be either masculine or feminine in gender, the name shall 
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be treated as of the masculine gender, unless at the time of its 
publication its original author stated that the gender was feminine. 


(5) Where a generic name is derived from a word belonging to a modern 
European language and a Latin or Latinised suffix is attached to 
that word, the gender of the name is to be determined by reference 
to the gender appropriate to that suffix ; where no such suffix is 
attached to the word, the name shall take the gender of the word 
of which it consists (e.g., the name Pfrille from the German word 
“ Pfrille ’’ takes the feminine gender). Where a generic name con- 
sists of a barbarous word and no obvious Latin or Latinised. suffix 
is added to it, the name is to be treated as of the masculine gender. 


(6) The foregoing rules apply also to generic names consisting of com 
pound words, subject to the following qualifications in the case of 
names based upon Classical Greek words! :— 


a) Where one of the comprised words is an adjective and the other 
p J 
a noun, the gender of the name is determined by reference to 
the gender of the noun. 


(6) Where both the comprised words are nouns and one of those 
nouns is a noun with verbal force, the gender of the name 
follows that of the noun having verbal force. 


(c) Where both the comprised words are nouns and neither has 
verbal force, the gender of the generic name follows that of the 
second of the two nouns, save exceptionally where (as in the 
case of Hippopotamus) it is evident that the first noun is 
primary and the second strictly adjectival. 


(d) Where there are reasonable grounds for believing that the gender 
of a given name consisting of a compound word cannot be 
correctly determined in accordance with the foregoing rules, 
the case should be referred to the Commission for decision. 


(7) The foregoing rules are illustrated by the following examples :— 


(a) Names consisting of words ending with the Latin term “ -cola ” 
are to be treated as masculine, unless the name is taken from 
a word given in the standard Latin dictionary as being of 
common gender and the author of the name stated in the original 
description that the name was feminine in gender. 


12 See Case No. 16. 


50 


(b) The following names are to be treated as feminine in gender :— 


(i) Names obviously derived from Greek words, which are given 


in the standard Greek lexicon as being feminine in gender, 

such as those ending in “‘-gaster”, ‘‘-gnathus”’ and 
D ? 

ligia?; 


(ii) Names of which the final term is obviously derived from a 
Latin word which, though ending in “ -us” is stated in 
the standard Latin dictionary to be feminine in gender 
(e.g. the word manus). 


? ‘ 


(iii) Names having the final term “‘-ops” or ‘‘-opsis ’ 
derived from the corresponding Greek word. 


? 


obviously 


(c) The following names are to be treated as neuter in gender :— 


(i) Names of which the final term is obviously derived from 
Greek words of neuter gender, by reason of having the 
termination “‘-os”’. (Examples: “‘ -cheilus”’, ‘“ -rham- 
phus’”’, “ -rhynchus’’, and “ -stathus’’). 


(ii) Names with the final term obviously derived from Greek 
words of neuter gender ending with the letter alpha. 
(Examples : ‘‘-soma’’, “ -stigma’”’, “ -oma’’.) 


85. International Commission to be authorised to modify the Rules proposed 
for determining the gender of generic names in the light of advice to be obtained 
from its Classical Advisers : The Colloquium recommends that, prior to the 
incorporation in the Reégles of the rules for determining the gender of generic 
names recommended in the immediately preceding paragraph, they should be 
harmonised to such extent as may be necessary with the rules adopted in 
Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 247-250). The Colloquium 
recommends also that, in accordance with the procedure adopted on similar 
previous occasions, the rules now recommended should be referred for advice 
to the Classical Advisers of the International Commission and that the Com- 
mission should be authorised to modify those rules to such extent as it may 
consider necessary in the light of the advice so received. 


Article 14 


86. Article 14 to be redrafted so as to reduce the number of mandatory 
provisions by relegating certain provisions to the status of “‘ Recommandations”’ : 
The Colloquium recommends that Article 14 should be redrafted on lines 
similar to those recommended for Article 8 in paragraph 78 above, that is, by 
reducing the number of mandatory provisions, all other provisions being 
relegated to the status of Recommandations. The recommendation now sub- 
mitted is that :— 
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(1) the mandatory portion of Article 14 shall be confined to the following :-— 
(a) the following revised version of the present first paragraph :— 


- A specific name may be a word, either simple or compound, 
including any arbitrary combination of letters, provided (i) 
that it is either a Latin word or a Latinised word or a word 
treated as such, and (ii) that it either is, or is treated as being 
(a) an adjective, in which case it must be placed in grammatical 
agreement with whatever generic name it may at any time 
be combined, or (b) a noun substantive in the nominative 
singular in apposition to the generic name, or (c) a noun 
substantive in the genitive case. 


(6) the last paragraph of the existing Article as clarified in Paris in 
1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 205-206, Point (1) (0)) 
(that is, the provision relating to the formation of specific 
names based upon modern patronymics in the genitive case), 
as further clarified and amended in the following paragraphs 
of the present Report :— 


(i) paragraph 88, relating to the formation in adjectival form 
of specific names based upon modern patronymics ; 


(ii) paragraph 89, relating to the formation in the genitive case 
of specific names based upon modern patronymics of men, 
when those patronymics are in Latinised form ; 


(iii) paragraph 90, relating to the formation in the genitive case 
of specific names based upon modern patronymics of 
women, when those patronymics are in Latinised form ; 


(iv) paragraph 91, relating to the formation in the genitive 
singular of specific names based upon modern patronymics 
of men, other than patronymics having a Latinised form ; 


(c) the under-mentioned clarifications of the existing Article, agreed 
upon in Paris in 1948 :— 


(i) status to be accorded to a specific name formed in the 
genitive case, when based upon a modern patronymic but 
not latinised (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 251-252) ; 


(ii) formation of a specific name, when based upon a modern 
patronymic ending with the letter “q” (1950; ibid. 
4: 206); 

(iii) formation of specific names, when based upon a modern 
patronymic commencing with the particles “Mac”, 
“Mc ’’, and “ Q’” (1950, ibid. 4: 206-207), as amplified, 
in relation to names commencing with the particle “‘M’”’, 
in paragraph 92 of the present Report. 


52 


(2) all other provisions in Article 14 shall be reduced from mandatory 
rank to the status of Recommandations. 


87. Contraventions of the mandatory provisions of Article 14 to be subject 
to automatic correction : Article 14 deals only with the formation of specific 
names which are available names by reason. of having satisfied the require- 
ments of Article 25, and is not concerned with names formed in such a way 
as to render them invalid. It is for this reason that the following provisions 
adopted in Paris in 1948 do not form part of the present Article: (a) the 
provision that a single letter is ineligible as a specific name (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4: 140); (6) the provision that words having the terminations 
“-idae” and “-inae” are ineligible as specific names (1950, ibid. 4: 262) ; 
(c) the provision that, where the second term of a trinomen is a noun in the 
genitive case and the third is an adjective in grammatical agreement with the 
second term, the third term is not to be accepted as a subspecific name (1950, 
ibid. 4: 624-625). The mandatory provisions of Article 14 which, as will 
be seen from the immediately preceding paragraph, are now to be considerably 
reduced in scope, are (like the corresponding provisions of Article 8) ‘‘ man- 
datory ” in the sense that, where a name is formed in a manner contrary to 
those provisions, the mistake so made in the formation of that name is to be 
corrected. In order to make it perfectly clear that this is the action required, 
the Colloquium recommends the insertion in Article 14 of a provision prescribing 
that a contravention of any of the mandatory provisions of this Article is to 
be subject to automatic correction. 


88. Formation in adjectival form of specific names based upon modern 
patronymies!4 : The Colloquium recommends that the present provision (in the 
last paragraph of Article 14) which requires that, where a specific name is 
based upon a modern patronymic, that specific name is to be formed as a noun 
substantive in the genitive case should be extended to permit also the formation 
of such a specific name as an adjective by the addition of an adjectival termina- 
tion. Thus, a specific name based upon the modern patronymic ‘‘ Smith ” 
may be formed either as smitht or as smithianus. The Colloquium recom- 
mends, however, that a Recommandation should be added expressing a preference 
for the formation of such a specific name by the first of these methods rather 
than by the second. 


89. Formation of specific names based upon modern patronymics of 
men when those patronymies are in Latinised form!® : The Colloquium recom- 
mends the insertion in Article 14 of a provision that, where a specific name is 


13 At the time when the foregoing decisions were taken, the places where the provisions 
in question should be inserted in the Régles were expressly left open for later consideration 
by the draftsman of the revised text of the Régles, the decision being that these provisions 
should be inserted at ‘“‘ appropriate points”. By an oversight, these decisions were later 
incorrectly indexed under Article 14 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 728). 

‘ 14 See Case No. 14. 

18 See Case No. 11. 


based upon a modern patronymic of a man and that patronymic consists of a 
Latinised word having the termination ‘‘-us”’, the word forming that name 
is to be treated as though it were a Latin word, and the specific name is to 
be formed by substituting the appropriate genitive termination (singular, 
“4 ”’—or, less desirably, ‘‘-ii’1®; plural ‘‘-orum”’) for the nominative termina- 
tion “‘-us’’. Where, however, a specific name is based upon a modern 
patronymic of a man and that patronymic is a Latinised word having the 
termination ‘‘-a”’, the specific name is to be formed in accordance with the 
ordinary rules, its last two syllables thus being “‘-ai’”’. Where a specific name 
is based upon the modern patronymic of a man and has the termination “‘-us ” 
or ‘“‘-a”’ but the patronymic is a word of Greek not Latin origin, the specific 
name is also to be formed in accordance with the ordinary rules, the last two 


syllables being “‘-usi’”’ or “‘-ai’’ respectively. 


90. Formation of specific names based upon modern patronymics of 
women when those patronymics are in Latinised form!’: The Colloquium 
recommends the insertion in Article 14 of a provision that, where a specific 
name is based upon a modern patronymic of a woman and that patronymic 
consists of a Latinised word having the termination ‘‘-a”, the word forming 
that name is to be treated as though it were a Latin word, and the specific 
name is to be formed by substituting the appropriate genitive termination 
(singular, ‘‘-ae’’; plural, ‘“-arum’’) for the nominative termination ‘‘-a”’. 
Where a specific name is based upon a modern patronymic of a woman, whose 
name is in Latinised form and has the termination “‘-us ’’, the specific name is 
to be formed in accordance with the ordinary rules, its last two syllables thus 
being ‘‘-usae’”’. Where a specific name is based upon a modern patronymic of 
a woman and has the termination “‘-us ” or ‘“‘-a”’ but the patronymic is a word 
of Greek not Latin origin, the specific name is also to be formed in accordance 
with the ordinary rules, the last two syllables being “-usae” or ‘‘-aae”’ 


aae 
respectively. 


91. Formation of specific names in the genitive singular based upon 
modern patronymies of men!® : The Colloquium recommends that, in place of 
the existing provision which requires that, where a specific name based upon 
a modern patronymic of masculine gender is formed in the genitive singular, 
that name is to be formed by adding the termination “ -i”’ to the patronymic 
concerned, there shall be inserted a provision that in such a case the termina- 
tions “-i”’ and “ -ii”” are permissible variants, the differences between them 
having no nomenclatorial significance. In addition, however, the Colloquium 
recommends that a Recommandation should be added stating that the termina- 
tion consisting of the single letter “i” is to be preferred to that consisting 
of a double “i”. 


16 See paragraph 91 below. 

17 See Case No. 10. 

18 See Case No. 15. For the relative status for the purpose of the Law of Homonymy of 
names of the class dealt with in this paragraph see paragraph 160 of the present Report. 
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92. Formation of specific names based upon modern patronymics com- 
mencing with the particle “‘M’’?!"; The Colloquium recommends that the 
rule in relation to the formation of names based upon a modern patronymic 
to which is prefixed the particle “ M’”’ recommended in paragraph 80 above 
in relation to generic names shall apply also to specific names and that a provision 
in this sense should be inserted in Article 14. 


93. Connective vowels in the case of specific names consisting of com- 
pound words”? : The Colloquium recommends that a provision should be 
inserted in Article 14 prescribing that, where a specific name consists of a 
compound word, the use of any connective (phonetic) vowel is permissible. 
It will be recalled that, in anticipation of this proposal, the Colloquium included 
in its recommendations for the revision of Article 19 (paragraph 71) a provision 
(provision (1)(a)(i)) that the use of inappropriate connective vowels should not 
be accepted as a valid ground for emending the original spelling of a name. 


94. Formation of specific names based upon modern patronymics consisting 
of compound words, of which the first portion is the definite article! : The 
Colloquium recommends the inclusion in Article 14 of a provision that, in the 
case of specific names, as in the case of generic names (paragraph 81 above), 
it shall be permissible, where the name is based upon a modern patronymic 
consisting of a compound word, of which the first portion is the definite article, 
either to include, or to omit, the definite article in forming the name. The 
Colloquium is of the opinion, however, that the omission of the definite article 
in such cases is to be deprecated and it accordingly recommends the insertion 
in this part of Article 14 of a Recommandation urging authors in future to 
include the definite article when forming specific names of this type. 


95. Formation of a specific name based upon a modern patronymic 
consisting of two words, of which the first is a nobiliar particle or indicates that 
the patronymic in question is that of a Christian Saint**: The Colloquium 
recommends that there should be added to Article 14 a provision that, where 
a specific name is based upon a modern patronymic which consists of two 
words, of which the first (1) is a nobiliar particle or (2) indicates that the name 
in question is that of a Christian Saint, the particle may be either included in, 
or excluded from, the specific name so formed. The Colloquium further 
recommends that there should be added a Recommandation as follows :— 
“ Where it is clear in such a case that the first portion of the patronymic con- 
cerned (1) is a nobiliar particle or (2) is intended to denote that the person 
concerned has been canonised as a Christian Saint, it is recommended that the 
particle should be omitted.” 


18 See Case No. 8. 

20 See Case No. 9. For the decision as to the relative status of two specific names in the 
same genus which differ from one another only through the use of different connective vowels, 
see paragraph 159 of the present Report. 

21 See Case No. 12. 

22 See Case No. 13. 


96. Formation of a specific name based upon a modern patronymic 
consisting of three words, of which the first is a preposition and the second 
the definite article’? : The Colloquium has examined a proposal relating to the 
formation of a specific name based upon a modern patronymic consisting of 
three words, of which the first is a preposition and the second the definite 
article, which was deferred by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in 1948 for further consideration after the Paris Congress (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 207). The Colloquium is in general sympathy with the 
object of the proposal submitted, but, in accordance with its view that the 
mandatory provisions of Article 14 should be kept within narrow limits, it does 
not feel that the present is a subject which should be included in those pro- 
visions. The Colloquium accordingly recommends that this subject should be 
dealt with by the insertion in Article 14 of a Recommandation that, where a 
specific name is based upon a modern patronymic which is a compound word, 
of which the first portion is a preposition (such as “‘ de’’) and the second the 
definite article (such as “ la’”’), the preposition should be omitted. 


97. ‘ Recommandation ’’ deprecating the formation of specific names 
consisting of compound words composed of, or derived from, in the one case, 
a Greek word and, in the other, a Latin word": The Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in Article 14 of a Recommandation urging authors, when proposing 
specific names consisting of compound words, to avoid selecting words of which 
one term consists of, or is derived from, a Gre2k word and the other a Latin 
word. 


Article 15 


98. Committee consisting partly of taxonomists and partly of classical 
scholars to advise on the formation of names consisting of compound words” : 
The Colloquium has considered certain proposals relating to the formation of 
names consisting of compound words (other than compound words of the 
types already dealt with in the present Report) submitted by Professor P. 
Bonnet (1953, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 231-234). The problems involved 
call for settlement but difficult issues are involved. It is accordingly recom- 
mended that the Commission should refer this matter to a Committee consisting 
partly of taxonomists and partly of Classical scholars with a request that it 
submits a report within a period of one year. 


23 See 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 3 : 181-182. 

24 For the corresponding proposal in relation to generic names, see paragraph 82 of the 
present Report. 

26 See Case No. 17. 
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Article 16 


99. “‘ Recommandation ’”’ relating to the. formation in adjectival form 
of specific names based upon geographical terms and having the termination 
“-ensis ’? 2; The Colloquium recommends the insertion in Article 16 of the 
following Recommandation :— 


Where it is desired to form an adjectival specific name based upon 
the name, whether Latinised or not, of a country, town or other geographical 
feature by adding the termination ‘‘ -ensis ’, that termination should be 
added to the entire name of the geographical feature, if the last letter of 
that name is a consonant but, where the last letter of such a name. is a vowel, 
that vowel should be removed before the termination ‘‘ -ensis”’ is added. 
Hxamples : An adjectival specific name, if formed with the termination 
**-ensis ’’ on the basis of the name of the Island of Timor, is ‘‘ timorensis ”’ 


but, if based upon the name of the town Massilia, becomes ‘‘ massiliensis ” 


> 


100. Problems arising in connection with the formation of specific names 
based upon geographical terms®’ : The Colloquium has considered certain pro- 
posals relating to the formation of specific names based upon geographical 
terms submitted by Professor P. Bonnet (1953, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 237- 
240). In accordance with its general view that mandatory provisions relating 
to the formation of names should be kept within narrow limits, the Colloquium 
is not in favour of a further elaboration of such provisions in relation to the 
formation of specific names based upon geographical terms, but it is of 
the opinion that useful Recommandations might be devised on the basis of the 
proposals submitted by Professor Bonnet. It has not been possible for the 
Colloquium to examine those proposals in detail from this point of view, and 
it accordingly recommends that the problems raised in Professor Bonnet’s 
paper should be referred to the Committee of taxonomists and classical scholars 
which it has recommended (in paragraph 98) should be invited to report upon 
certain questions concerned with the formation of specific names based upon 
compound words. 


‘ 


Article 20 


101. Adoption of revised and simplified provisions relating to the use of 
diacritic marks?§ ; The Colloquium recommends that the present Article 20 
(relating to the treatment to be accorded to diacritic marks) be deleted and 


26 See Case No. 18. 

27 See Case No. 19. 

28 See Cases No. 20 and 21. Cases No. 51 and 52 are concerned with the relationship of 
the use and non-use of diacritic marks to the Law of Homonymy. In view however of the 
decision now taken for the revision of Article 20, no problem remains to be answered as regards 
the question of homonymy. See paragraph 155 of the present Report. 
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that in its place there be inserted a new Article providing that diacritic marks 
are not to be used in the formation of zoological names and that, where a 
letter comprised in a zoological name bore such a mark when that name was 
first published, that mark is to be represented by a combination of letters to 
be prescribed in a Schedule annexed to the Régles. Further, the Colloquium 
recommends that, consequential upon the foregoing proposal, the last of the 
Recommandations annexed to Article 20 (namely that relating to the use of 
the German Umlaut) should also be deleted. The Colloquium considers it 
important that the proposed Schedule should be prepared in time to be in- 
corporated in the forthcoming revised text of the Régles. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature should obtain the necessary expert advice as rapidly as possible 
and that it be empowered and directed, on receiving this advice, to compile 
the proposed Schedule and annex it to the Régles. 


102. ‘“‘ Recommandation ”’’ depreeating the linking of vowels to form false 
diphthongs in the printing of scientific names?? : The Colloquium recommends 
that a Recommandation as follows should be added to Article 20 :— 


Authors, editors and others concerned with the production of books 
and serial publications relating to zoology are strongly urged to avoid 
the use of false diphthongs, that is, to avoid linking vowels together, 
because of the risk of errors of transcription by later authors. 


Article 24 


103. Clarification of the rules relating to the authorship to be attributed 
to scientific names*® : The Colloquium considers that it is desirable that a 
clarification should be given of the relationship between two decisions taken 
in Paris in 1948 in regard to the authorship to be attributed to a name pub- 
lished by an author other than that by whom the name was first proposed. 
Under the first of these decisions, which is recorded on pages 259-260 of volume 
4 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, a name which has been published 
as a nomen nudum or has gained currency through being used as a manuscript 
name is to be attributed to the author by which it was first validly published 
with an indication ; under the second of these decisions, which is recorded 
on pages 565-566 of the same volume of the Bulletin, a name published in a 
book or paper by one author is to be attributed to some other author, where 
the author of the book or paper concerned makes it clear that the other author 
was responsible both for the new name and for the “ indication ’’ or description 
upon which the availability of that name rests. In addition to the need for 
clarifying the relationship between the foregoing decisions, it is desirable also— 


29 See Case No. 22. 
30 See Case No. 23. 
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in the interests of clarity—that a small drafting amendment should be made 
in the second of these decisions. The Colloquium accordingly recommends :— 


(1) that words should be inserted in Article 21 to make it clear that the 
rule relating to the authorship to be attributed to a name published 
by an author other than that by whom it was originally proposed 
set out on pages 565-566 (Conclusion 49 of the Fourteenth Meeting 
held by the International Commission during its Paris Session in 
1948) of volume 4 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature takes 
precedence over the associated rule relating to the authorship to be 
attributed to nomina nuda and manuscript names when later 
validly published with an indication set out on pages 259-260 
(Conclusion 28 of the Ninth Meeting of the Commission during its 
Paris Session) of the same volume ; 


(2) that the rule set out on pages 565-566 of vol. 4 of the Bulletin should 
be qualified in such a way as to make it clear that it applies only 
where the book or paper concerned contains a clear indication not 
only that the name in question was proposed by some author other 
than that by whom the book or paper concerned was written but 
also that the indication, definition or description on which, under 
Article 25, the availability of that name depends was written not 
by the author of the book or paper concerned but by the author to 
whom the name is there attributed. 


Article 22 


104. Deletion of all provisions in Article 22 other than those relating to 
the method of citation of the author and date of publication of a name*!: The 
Colloquium recommends the deletion from Article 22 of all the existing pro- 
visions other than those relating to the method of citation of the author and 
date of publication of a name (the date to be separated from the name of the 
author by a comma), i.e. the deletion of the provisions relating to the citation 
of the other particulars specified after the word “ punctuation”’. The Collo- 
quium further recommends that the word “ If”’ at the beginning of this Article 
be replaced by the word “‘ Where ”’ and that the word “ should ”’ in the next 
clause of the same sentence be replaced by the words “is to be”. 


Article 23 


105. Authorship to be attributed to new combinations of previously 
published generic and specific names*?: The Colloquium recommends the 


* 81 See Case No. 24. 
32 See Case No. 25. 


insertion in Article 23 of the following provisions relating to the authorship to 
be attributed to new combinations of previously published generic and specific 
names :— 


(1) Where a nominal species is transferred from one nominal genus to 
another, and in consequence a new binominal combination (binomen) 
is brought into being, the author to be accepted as the author of 
that combination is whatever author first makes the transfer without 
qualification, it not being necessary for this purpose that he should 
actually cite the specific name in immediate juxtaposition with the 
name of the genus to which the species in question is so transferred. 


(2) The foregoing rule is to apply also in any case where a later author 
claims, on subjective grounds, that the author who first made the 
new combination misidentified the nominal species, the name of 
which he included in that combination. 


106. Rejection of a proposal that provisions should he inserted for 
prescribing the method to be adopted for denoting doubtful attributions of 
various kinds*? : The Colloquium has considered a suggestion that a provision 
should be inserted in the Régles prescribing the method of notation to be adopted 
in cases where a species is doubtfully referred to a given genus and where one 
species is doubtfully identified with another. The conclusion reached by the 
Colloquium is that it is not desirable to adopt a provision of this kind. 


Article 25 


107. Distribution of microfilms, microcards, and the like not to constitute 
“ publication ’? 84 : The Colloquium has taken note that the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature proposes to report to the Fourteenth 
International Congress of Zoology, for final approval, the adoption of a 
Declaration that the distribution of a microfilm does not constitute “‘ publica- 
tion” of any paper reproduced in that way, and therefore that no new name 
acquires status of availability by being made public by this means. The 
Colloquium concurs in the proposed Declaration, but recommends that its 
scope should be broadened so as to cover the distribution not only of microfilms, 
but also of microcards and the like. The International Commission has 
signified its acceptance of this suggestion. The proposed Declaration, so 
amended, reads as follows :— 


There shall be added to the list of methods prescribed—by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology (as recorded in Conclusion 


33 See Case No. 26. 
34 See Case No. 27. 
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15 (1) (0) of the Official Record of Proceedings of the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature at its Seventh Meeting held during 
its Paris Session in July, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 219))—as 
being methods of distributing zoological books and papers which do not 
qualify a new name as having been made public in a publication (“ divulgué 
dans une publication ’’) the following new item :— 


“(iv) the inclusion of a new name in a book or paper distributed in 
microfilm, or on a microcard or the like.” 


108. Provisions defining “‘ publication ’’ of a name to apply to publication 
of other matters of nomenclatorial significance®® : Arising out of the recom- 
mendation submitted in the preceding paragraph that the distribution of 
microfilms and the like should not be accepted as constituting the “‘ publication” 
of any new name contained in a paper distributed in this way, the Colloquium 
recommends the insertion in the Régles of the following provision :— 


All provisions in the Régles defining what does or does not constitute 
publication of a new name shall apply with equal force to what does or 
does not constitute publication of any type of information or notice which, 
if it were published, would affect nomenclatorial practice. 


109. Modification of Proviso (c), Section (1), to provide that an author 
describing a new genus or a new species must attempt to indicate differentiating 
characters?* ; The Colloquium has considered a number of suggestions designed 
to secure that, in order to secure availability, a name published for a new genus 
or new species must be accompanied by a statement of characters which 
differentiate the genus or species so named from other genera or species. The 
Colloquium is in full sympathy with the object underlying these proposals. 
On the other hand, it is, in the opinion of the Colloquium, essential to avoid 
the adoption of any provisions which would introduce a subjective test for 
determining whether a generic, specific or subspecific name has been duly 
published with an “indication”. The Colloquium considers it important, 
however, to require that an author publishing such a name should at least 
attempt to indicate the characters which, in his view, differentiate the new 
taxon from other taxa, even though it is clearly not practicable to insist that 
descriptions should include direct comparisons with previously named taxa. 
The Colloquium accordingly recommends that, in place of the words “ with a 
statement in words indicating the characters of the genus, species or sub- 
species concerned ”’ inserted in Section (1) of Proviso (c) to Article 25 in Paris 
in 1948-(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 71) (Proviso relating to names published 
after 3lst December, 1930) there should be inserted words to the following 
effect : “‘ with a statement in which the author of the name attempts to indicate 
differentiating characters for the genus, species or subspecies concerned ”’. 


35 See Case No. 28. 
36 See Case No. 29. 
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110. ‘*‘ Recommandation ’’ regarding inclusion of differentiating characters 
in a description of a new genus or species*’ : In view of the difficulties discussed 
in the immediately preceding paragraph which are involved in imposing any 
satisfactory test as to the adequacy of the description to be given of a new 
genus or species in order to give the status of availability to the new name so 
published, the Colloquium considers it desirable to strengthen the Recommanda- 
tion on this subject inserted in the Régles in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4: 71) and it accordingly recommends the substitution therefor of 
the following revised Recommandation :— 

Authors are urged, when drawing up descriptions of genera, species 
and subspecies, to combine with their statement of characters, com- 
parisons with related taxa of a kind calculated to aid the recognition of 
the new genera, species or subspecies concerned. 


111. ‘* Recommandation ”’ that a recognisable figure should be published 
with the description of a new species®® : The Colloquium is of the opinion that 
it is not practicable to make it an indispensible condition to the grant of 
availability to a new specific name that a figure should be published with the 
description of the species so named, but it recommends the insertion, in con- 
nection with Proviso (a) to Article 25, of the following Recommandation on this 
subject :-— 

Authors, editors of serial publications and others concerned with the 
production of books dealing with zoological and palaeontological subjects 
are urged to do everything possible, within the financial means at their 
disposal, to publish a recognisable figure of any species or subspecies for 
which they may publish a new name. 


112. ‘* Recommandations’’ that an unfigured species should not be 
designated or selected as the type species of a genus®® : The Colloquium recom- 
mends that, by way of supplement to the Recommandation which, in the 
immediately preceding paragraph, it has recommended should be added to 
Proviso (a) to Article 25, the following Recommandations should be added to 
Article 25, Proviso (c) and Article 30, Rule (g) respectively :— 

(1) To be added to Article 25, Proviso (c) :— 

Authors, when establishing new nominal genera, are urged to 
avoid designating or indicating, as the type species, species for which 
a satisfactory figure is not published at the same time or for which 
such a figure has not already been published. 

(2) To be added to Article 30, Rule (g) :— 

Authors, when selecting type species for previously established 


nominal genera, are urged, to avoid selecting, as type species, 
species for which a satisfactory figure has not been published. 


37 See Case No. 29. 
38 See Case No. 30. 
39 See Case No. 30. 


62 


118. Status of a name based upon a specimen later regarded as a patho- 
logical monstrosity’? : The Colloquium has had under consideration a proposal 
that a provision should be inserted in the Régles excluding from availability a 
name given to a specimen considered by later authors to be a pathological 
monstrosity. The Colloquium is opposed to the insertion in the Regles of any 
provision or Recommandation involving a subjective test of this kind. 


114. Status of a name published for some purpose other than for use in 
zoological nomenclature"! : The Colloquium recommends the insertion in 
Article 25 of a provision prescribing :— 


(1) that an author who publishes a name is to be assumed to have done 
so for use in zoological nomenclature, except where that author, 
when publishing the name in question, makes it clear that the 
foregoing was not his object ; 


(2) that, where it is clear that a given name was not intended for use in 
zoological nomenclature, that name shall possess no status under 
either the Law of Priority or the Law of Homonymy ; 


(3) that any case where it is not clear whether the name in question was 
intended for use in zoological nomenclature should be referred to 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature for 
decision. 


115. Rejection, as from a specified future date, of names published in 
synonymies without independent descriptions’? : The Colloquium recommends 
that the decision taken in Paris in 1948 to incorporate in the Régles the sub- 
stance of the ruling given in Opinion 4 regarding the status of names published 
in syhonymies without independent descriptions (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 
145-146) be repealed and that the following provisions, illustrated by appro- 
priate examples, be adopted in its place :— 


(1) As from a date to be prescribed by the International Commission and 
incorporated in the forthcoming edition of the Régles, no name 
shall acquire availability by virtue of being published in a synonymy 
without an independent indication, definition or description or, 
in the case of a generic name, without the names of any included 
species being expressly cited in connection therewith. 


(2) Where, prior to the introduction of the new provisions, a name 
(whether generic or specific) published in a synonymy (whether 
generic or specific), has been brought into general use, it shall be 
deemed to be available if it is generally accepted. 


40 See Case No. 31. 
‘41 See Case No. 32. 
42 See Case No. 33. Case No. 7 is also relevant here. 
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(3) Where there is a difference of opinion on the question referred to in 
(2) above, the matter is to be referred to the International Com- 
mission for decision. 


(4) Any name, whether generic or specific, originally published in a 
synonymy and accepted under the procedure specified in (2) or 
(3) above is to be accepted as an objective synonym of the name 
with which it was originally synonymised. 


116. ‘‘ Recommandation ’’ against bringing into use names published in 
synonymies without independent descriptions in the period prior to the coming 
into force of the provision invalidating such names : The Colloquium recommends 
that, having regard to the fact that, as recommended in the preceding para- 
graph, the provision invalidating names published in synonymies without 
independent descriptions is not to come into force until some future date to be 
specified by the International Commission, a Recommandation should be 
added to the foregoing provision urging authors, prior to the coming into force 
of provision (1) in paragraph 115 above, not to bring into use names originally 
published in synonymies, which have not already become generally accepted. 


117. Status and priority of names consisting of spelled-out letters or 
numerals originally used for enumerating unnamed species or subspecies* : 
The Colloquium recommends the addition to Article 25 of the following provision 
defining the status and priority of names consisting of spelled-out letters or 
numerals originally used for enumerating unnamed species or subspecies :— 


Where an author spells out in Latin the name of a letter or similarly 
transliterates a numeral applied by a former author as an ordinal to an 
unnamed species, subspecies or form, the name shall not have availability 
as from the author by whom the letter or numeral was originally used 
as an ordinal and not as a name, but only from the author who first spelled 
out the letter or transliterated the numeral and used it as a name. 


118. Status of a name consisting of a compound word, one portion of 
which is a sign which cannot be spelled out into Latin: Arising out of the 
discussion on the status and priority to be accorded to names consisting of 
spelled-out letters and numerals referred to in the immediately preeeding 
paragraph, the Colloquium recommends the insertion in the Régles of a provision 
denying availability to a specific or subspecific name consisting of a com- 
pound word, where one portion of that word consists of some sign which cannot 
be spelled out into Latin. 


43 See Case No. 34. 


119. Status of a name published inadvertently through the misreading 
of a label? : The Colloquium has considered whether a provision should 
be inserted in Article 25 excluding from availability a name published by an 
author who, by reason of misreading a book, paper, muscum label or the like, 
erroneously concludes that a word employed by a previous author had been 
intended to be the name for a given taxon and who himself therefore adopts 
that word to be the name for the taxon concerned. The Colloquium does not 
consider that a provision should be inserted in Article 25 depriving of avail- 
ability names published in such circumstances, being of the opinion that where 
necessary, such a case could be dealt with by the International Commission 
under its Plenary Powers. 


120. Status of terms based upon previously published generic names 
but with the terminations “ -ites ’’, ‘‘ -ytes ’’ or ‘“‘ -ithes ’’, published in connection 
with the names of Fossil species*® : The Colloquium recommends the inclusion 
in the Régles of the following provision relating to the status to be accorded 
to terms based upon previously published generic names but with the addition 
of the terminations “ -ites”’, “-ytes”’ or “ -ithes’’, published in connection 
with the names of Fossil species :— 


Where a Fossil species has been described, figured or referred to, 
under a binomen, the first term of which is based upon the name of a genus 
previously established for Recent or Fossil species and (a) that term has 
for this purpose been modified by the addition to, or the substitution for, 
the original termination, of the termination “ -ites’’, ‘‘-ytes’’, or “‘ -ithes”’, 
sometimes preceded by an additional consonant, and (b) there is no clear 
evidence that there was any intention on the part of the author concerned 
that the term in question should designate a distinct generic group, the 
term so used shall possess no status under the Law of Priority but shall 
possess rights under the Law of Homonymy. 


121. Rejection of a proposal to emend certain generic names for Pelmatozoa 
by replacing the termination “ -crinites ’’ by the termination ‘‘ -crinus ’’? 4°: In 
connection with the proposal relating to terms based upon the names of 
previously established nominal genera and having the termination “ -ites ” 
discussed in the immediately preceding paragraph, the Colloquium has had 
under consideration a proposal submitted by a number of Crinoid specialists 
that, where a generic name in the group Pelmatozoa was published with the 
termination ‘-crinites’”’ and the name concerned was not based upon a 
previously established generic name, that generic name should be automatically 
emended to bear the termination “ -crinus ”’ and should rank for the purposes 
of priority and authorship as from the date on which it was first published 
by a binominal author with the termination “-crinites”’. The Colloquium 
is opposed to the insertion in the Régles of a provision of the kind described 


44 See Case No. 35. 
, 4° See Case No. 36. 
46 See Case No. 36. 
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above, considering that it will be sufficient in any given case for specialists. 
in the group concerned to apply to the International Commission for action 
under the Plenary Powers. 


122. Status of a name for which the only indication published was a 
qualified synonymic reference to a previously published name?’ : The 
Colloquium has taken note that the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature proposes to report to the Fourteenth International Congress 
of Zoology, for final approval, the adoption of a Declaration relating to the 
status of a specific name the only “indication” published for which is a 
qualified synonymic reference. The Colloquium concurs in the proposed 
Declaration, but recommends that its scope should be broadened so as to 
cover also the case of a generic name, for which the only “ indication ” 
published was a qualified synonymic reference to a previously established 
nominal genus. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
has signified its acceptance of this suggestion. The proposed Declaration, 
so amended, reads as follows :— 


(1) A generic name published without citation of included nominal 
species and without descriptive matter of any kind, except a 
qualified (i.e. doubtful or provisional) synonymic reference to an 
older generic name which had been validly published with an 
indication, definition or description is to be treated as having 
been published without an “indication” for the purposes of 
Proviso (a) to Article 25. 


(2) A specific name published without descriptive matter of any kind, 
except a qualified synonymic reference to an older specific name 
that had been validly published with an indication, definition or 
description is to be treated as having been published without 
an “indication” for the purposes of Proviso (a) to Article 25. 


(3) A generic name or a specific name so published is to be treated as a 
nomen nudum possessing no status in zoological nomenclature. 


Article 28 


123. Reinstatement of the “First Reviser’’ Principle in place of the 
Principle of ‘‘ Page Precedence ’’ for determining the relative status of names 
published in the same work and on the same date*® : The Colloquium recom- 
mends that the decision taken in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4 : 330-331) to substitute the principle of page, line and word precedence for 


4? See Case No. 37. 
48 See Case No. 38. 
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the principle of the First Reviser should be reversed, the original provisions 
in Article 28 being reinstated with the addition (1) of the definition of the 
action to be accepted as the action of a First Reviser recommended in para- 
graph 124 below, and (2) of the Recommandation submitted in paragraph 125 
below. 


124. Definition of action constituting selection by a “‘ First Reviser’*®: 
The Colloquium recommends the addition to Article 28 of the following 
definition of the action constituting action by a First Reviser :— 


The expression “selection by a First Reviser” is to be rigidly 
construed, and such a selection is to be deemed to have been effected :— 


(a) in the case of generic names, only when an author, after citing two 
or more such names published in the same book and on the 
same date, clearly indicates by whatever method, (a) that 
he is of the opinion that the type species of the nominal genera 
so named represent the same taxon, and (b) that he is selecting 
one of the generic names concerned, to the exclusion of the 
other name or names, to be the name to be used for the genus 
concerned ; 


(6) in the case of specific names, only when an author, after citing two 
or more such names published in the same book and on the 
same date, clearly indicates by whatever method, (a) that he 
is of the opinion that the nominal species so named represent 
the same taxon, and (b) that he is selecting one of the names 
concerned, to the exclusion of the other name or names, to 
be the name to be used for that taxon. 


125. ‘“‘ Recommandation’’ urging authors, when acting as “ First 
Revisers °’, other things being equal, to apply the Principle of Page Precedence?®: 
The Colloquium recommends the addition to Article 28 of the following 
Recommandation :— 

An author, when acting as a First Reviser in regard to two names 
for the sanie taxon published in the same book on the same date, is advised 
to select, other things being equal, the name which appeared first in the 
work in question, as judged from the standpoint of page and line precedence. 


Article 30 (General Provisions) 


126. Clarification of the rules relating to the species eligible for selection 
as type species of nominal genera established without cited nominal species*® : 
The Colloquium has taken note that the International Commission on Zoological 


* 48 See Case No. 38. 
49 See Case No. 39. 
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Nomenclature intends to report to the Fourteenth International Congress of 
Zoology, for final approval, the adoption of a Declaration clarifying the rules 
relating to the nominal species to be treated as being eligible for selection as 
the type species of nominal genera established without the citation of any 
such species. The Colloquium concurs in the proposed Declaration which 
provides for the following addition to Article 30 :— 


Tn the case of a nominal genus established prior to 1st January, 1931, 
with an indication, definition or description but without citation of any 
nominal species, the citation by a later author in connection with the 
name of such a genus of a bibliographical reference to a book or paper 
containing the names of nominal species is not to be treated as con- 
stituting a distinct reference of the nominal species concerned to the 
genus in question, it being necessary for this purpose for an author 
explicitly to cite by name a nominal species as being referable to the 
genus in question. 


127. Drafting amendment to Paris decision regarding the assumption 
that an author of a generic name has correctly identified the included species®® : 
The Colloquium has taken note that the form of the decision taken in Paris 
in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 158) as to the assumption to be adopted 
as to the accuracy of the identification by the original author of a nominal 
genus of the taxa represented by the nominal species placed by him in the 
nominal genus so established contains a verbal inconsistency. In order to 
remove this defect, the Colloquium recommends the deletion of the words 
“in the absence of evidence to the contrary ”’ in lines 3 and 4 of Sub-Conclusion 
(1) of Conclusion 38 of the Sixth Meeting of the International Commission 
during its Paris Session (recorded on the page of volume 4 of the Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. cited above). 


128. Type species of a genus when the species so designated or selected 
was originally cited in the genus under a name which was clearly indicated as 
being used in a different sense from that of its author®! : The Colloquium has 
considered the anomalous situation which arises under the existing rule that 
the author of the name of a nominal genus must be assumed to have identified 
correctly the nominal species placed by him in the genus concerned in cases 
where an author, when establishing a new nominal genus, designates as the 
type species a nominal species previously established by some author, and, 
in doing so, makes it clear that he is applying that specific name, not to the 
species to which that name was applied by its original author, but to. some 
species to which that name had been applied by some later author. The kind 
of case in question may be illustrated as follows: An author established a 
new nominal genus Y-us and designated as the type species of that genus 
A-us b-us Smith, 1870, nec Brown, 1865, meaning thereby that the type species 


50 See Case No. 40, Proposal (a). 
51 See Case No. 40, Proposal (b). 
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was the species which in 1870 Smith had described under the erroneous 
assumption that he was dealing with A-us b-us Brown, 1865. To assume, 
as is at present necessary, that the type species of this genus is the true A-us b-us 
Brown, in the face of the express statement to the contrary by the author of 
the generic name, serves only to create unnecessarily situations in which 
nominal genera have to be treated as having been based upon a misidentified 
type species. A similar unsatisfactory situation arises where an author of a 
generic name, without designating a type species for the nominal genus so 
established, places in it a species under a name which he clearly indicates 
that he is using in a different sense from that of its original author, and the 
species so indicated is the first of the included species to be selected as the 
type species under Rule (g) in Article 30. In order to remove these anomalies, 
the Colloquium recommends that the existing provisions (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4: 158-159) should be modified in such a way as to provide as 
follows :-— 


(1) Where an author establishes a nominal genus for which he designates 
as the type species a previously established nominal species and 
at the same time indicates (as in the example cited above) that 
he is applying the specific name not to the taxon represented by 
the nominal species so named but to some other taxon erroneously 
identified therewith by some later author, the species to be accepted 
as the type species shall be, not the nominal species cited by the 
author of the generic name but the species which that author 
clearly indicated was that to which he was referring when he 
designated the type species of the genus concerned. 


(2) The foregoing rule shall apply also, mutatis mutandis, to the case 
where the author of a new generic name, without designating a 
type species for the nominal genus so established, places in it a 
species under a name which he clearly indicates that he is using 
in a different sense from that of its original author, and the species 
so indicated is the first of the included species to be selected 
as the type species under Rule (g) in Article 30. 


(3) In a ‘case such as that specified in (1) or (2) above, the type 
species of the new genus is to be treated as having been given 
a new binomen composed of the cited generic name and of a specific 
name consisting of the same word as that borne by the species 
under which the type species was erroneously cited by the author 
of the new generic name. 


Article 30, Rule (a) 


129. Status of a designation of a particular structure exhibited by a 
particular specimen as the “ type ’’ of a genus®? : The Colloquium recommends 


52 See Case No. 44. See also paragraph 134 below. 
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the addition to Rule (a) in Article 30 of a provision prescribing that, where 
the author of a generic name specifies, as the “‘ type of the genus ”’, a particular 
structure exhibited by a particular specimen referred by him to one of the 
nominal species which he includes in the nominal genus so established, that 
action is not to be treated as constituting the designation, as the type species 
of the genus concerned, of the nominal species to which the specimen in question 
was referred. For a parallel recommendation in relation to Rule (g) (type 
species by subsequent selection), see paragraph 134 below. 


Article 30, Rule (c) 


130. Type species of a nominal genus established with more than one 
included nominal species, where only one such species possesses a name validly 
published with an indication®® : The Colloquium recommends that a provision 
be added to Rule (c) in Article 30 prescribing that .a nominal genus is to be 
treated as having been published with only one included species and therefore 
to be subject to the foregoing Rule, where more than one nominal species is 
so cited by the author of the generic name, but only one of those nominal 
species possesses a specific name validly published with an indication, and 
therefore that the citation of an unpublished manuscript name and/or of a 
previously published nomen nudum, is to be ignored in determining the number 
of nominal species originally included in any given nominal genus. 


131. Type species of a nominal genus established with more than one 
included nominal species, where only one such species is assigned by the author 
to the nominate subgenus of the genus*4 : The Colloquium recommends that, 
where an author, when establishing a new nominal genus containing two or 
more nominal species, omits to designate a type species for that genus, but 
at the same time divides that nominal genus into two or more subgenera and 
either designates or indicates a type species for the nominate subgenus, that 
designation or indication is to be treated as applying to the nominal genus 
itself as well as to its nominate subgenus. 


Article 30, Rule (f) 


132. Drafting amendments to define more precisely a substitute nominal 
genus®> : The Colloquium has taken note of the intention of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to submit to the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology, for final approval, the following Declaration 
clarifying the meaning of Rule (f) in Article 30 on the question of the conditions 
needed to bring this Rule into play :—“‘ Rule (f) in Article 30 is to be interpreted 


53 See Case No. 41, Proposition 1. 
54 See Case No. 41, Proposition 2. 
55 See Case No. 42. 
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(a) as though the words ‘expressly published’ were inserted after the word 
‘is’ in place of the word ‘ proposed’, and (b) as though the words ‘ some 
specified generic name of older date’ were substituted for the words ‘ another 
generic name’. It is recommended that the foregoing changes be made in 
Rule (f) in Article 30 by the next International Congress of Zoology’. The 
Colloquium concurs in the proposal submitted in the foregoing Declaration 
and recommends its adoption. The effect of these drafting amendments will 
be to secure that, in order to bring the name of a given nominal genus within 
the scope of Rule (f), it will be necessary for the author expressly to state 
that the generic name which he is publishing is a substitute name for some 
specified generic name of earlier date, and it will not be sufficient for this 
purpose for an author merely to publish a new generic name and to cite as a 
synonym without comment the name of some earlier nominal genus. 


133. Species eligible to be the type species of a substitute nominal genus : 
repeal of a provision adopted in Paris in 1948°° : The Colloquium recommends 
that, in addition to being amended in the manner recommended in paragraph 
132 above, Rule (f) in Article 30 should be amended expressly to provide that 
the only nominal species eligible to become the type species of a substitute genus 
is (1) the nominal species which is already the valid type species (by designation, 
indication or selection) of the genus renamed, or (2) the nominal species 
designated, indicated or selected as the type species of the substitute genus, 
where the earlier nominal genus does not possess a type species at the time 
that the type species for the substitute genus is so fixed, provided (and 
provided only) that the nominal species in question was one of the nominal 
species originally cited by the author of the earlier generic name as belonging 
to the genus so named. Consequentially upon the foregoing proposal the 
Colloquium recommends that the provision adopted in Paris in 1948 when the 
substance of the Commission’s Opinion 35 was written into the Régles (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 155, Conclusion 31), which is inconsistent with the 
provision now recommended, should be revoked. 


Article 30, Rule (g) 


134. Status of a “selection ’’ of a particular structure exhibited by a 
particular specimen as the ‘“‘ type ’’’ of a genus®’: In the present paragraph 
the Colloquium recommends the application to Rule (g) in Article 30 of a 
proposal which it has already made for the clarification of Rule (a) in that 
Article. Under this proposal, a provision is to be added to Rule (g) prescribing 
that, where an author specifies, as the.“ type” of a given nominal genus, a 
particular structure exhibited by a particular specimen referred by the author 
concerned to one of the nominal species originally included in that genus, 
that action is not to be treated as constituting the selection, as the type species 
of the genus concerned, of the nominal species to which the specimen in question 
was so referred. 


"56 See Case No. 43. 
57 See Case No. 44. 
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135. Type species of a nominal genus established with only two included 
species, of which one has been made the type species of a monotypical genus : 
repeal of ruling given in “* Opinion ’’ 658: The Colloquium recommends that 
the action taken in ‘Paris in 1948 when the ruling in Opinion 6 was incorporated 
into the Reégles (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 157, Conclusion 30) should be 
revoked, that is, that the Régles should no longer provide that, when a nominal 
genus is established with two included nominal species but without designated 
or indicated type species and one of these species is later designated or indicated 
as the type species of a newly established monotypical nominal genus, such 
action is to be taken as constituting an automatic selection of the remaining 
nominal species to be the type species of the original genus. At the same 
time, the Colloquium recommends that protection should be accorded in any 
case where, on the faith of Opinion 6, the species currently accepted as the 
type species of any given nominal genus has been determined in the foregoing 
manner and where, without such protection, it would be necessary to change 
the type species of the genus concerned.>* 


Article 31 


136. Revision of the provisions relating to the function and purpose of 
holotypes and lectotypes®® : The Colloquium has reviewed the decisions reached 
in Paris in 1948 at the time of the revision of Article 31 and is of the opinion 
that it is desirable to insert in this Article a clear statement of the function 
and purpose of holotypes and lectotypes and at the same time to take the 
opportunity of deleting from this Article the existing references to “‘ composite 
species ’’, an expression which, by reason of the subjective criteria involved, 
is inappropriate in a code of rules. The Colloquium accordingly recommends 
that the provisions embodied in Point (2) (a) of Conclusion 11 of the Fourth 
Meeting held by the International Commission during its Paris Session (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 74) be revoked and that the following revised provisions 
be adopted in its place :— 


(1) A nominal species based upon syntypes or without types is only 
subjectively defined. 


(2) A nominal species is objectively defined only when it possesses a 
holotype or subsequently a lectotype or neotype, being then 
defined exclusively by the characters of such type. 


(3) When a nominal species originally possesses a holotype, or sub- 
sequently a lectotype, or neotype, any other specimens are only 
subjectively associated with that species. 


58 See Case No. 45. 

584. Attention is drawn to the fact that, in addition to the provisions specified in paragraphs 
134 and 135, the Colloquium proposed (in paragraph 112) the insertion, in Rule (g) of Article 30, 
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(4) Any author may establish, on an objective basis, a subjectively 
defined nominal species based upon syntypes by selecting a lectotype 
for that species. 


(5) Any author who subjectively considers that the syntypes of a nominal 
species comprise more than one taxonomic species may remove 
any of them to another species, except that one which has been 
selected as the lectotype, and, if that species is undescribed, such a 
specimen is available to become the holotype of the second species. 


137. Revision of the provisions relating to the identification of specimens 
as holotypes and the selection of lectotypes®® : The Colloquium is of the opinion 
that it is desirable to define more closely than was done in Paris in 1948 the 
procedure to be followed in determining whether a given nominal species was 
established with a holotype, and, where a nominal species was so established, 
in identifying that specimen. In certain respects the procedure laid down in 
Paris—in particular, the application to the determination of holotypes of 
the principle embodied in Rule (b) in Article 30—calls for amendment. The 
adoption of this proposal will involve certain amendments in the provisions 
laid down in Paris in 1948 for the selection of lectotypes. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that the provisions embodied in Sub-Points (b), (ce), 
and (d) of Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth Meeting held by the International 
Commission during its Paris Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:75, 76) be 
revoked and that the following revised provisions be adopted in their place :— 


(1) Ifa nominal species, when described, was stated to be, or is known 
to have been, based upon a single specimen, that specimen is the 
holotype. 


(2) If an author, when describing a nominal species, states in that 
description that one specimen and one only is to be “the type” 
or uses some equivalent expression, that specimen is the holotype. 


(3) If novholotype is designated for a nominal species under either (1) 
or (2) above, the type specimens are all syntypes, whether they 
are so labelled or whether they are labelled ** co-types ”’ or “ types ”’ 
or otherwise labelled or not labelled at all, but no specimen is to 
be treated as being a syntype which was referred to by the original 
author as a variant or as a variety or was only doubtfully referred 
to the species or was deliberately excluded from it in the original 
publication. 


(4) If no holotype is designated for a nominal species under either (1) 
or (2) above, any author may select any one of the syntypes to be, 


— 
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or a figure published at the time of the original establishment of 
that nominal species, or a description cited in the original description 
of that species, to represent, the lectotype of the species, and, on 
the publication of that lectotype selection, the specimen so selected 
becomes the lectotype or the figure or description so selected becomes 
the representative of the lectotype, and its status is not subject to 
change, except by act of the International Commission. 


138. Repeal of the application to syntypes of the provisions in ‘‘ Opinion ”’ 
6°! : In an earlier part of the present Report (paragraph 135) the Colloquium 
has recommended the deletion from Rule (g) in Article 30 (relating to the 
selection of type species of genera) of the provision incorporated therein in 
Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 157) from Opinion 6, under which, 
where a genus was established without a designated or indicated type species 
and to which only two nominal species were referred at the time of its establish- 
ment and where one of those species was later designated or indicated as the 
type species of a monotypical genus, the remaining species automatically 
became the type species of the earlier genus. The principle embodied in 
Opinion 6 was applied in Paris in 1948 to the selection of type specimens 
when counterparts of the Rules in Article 30 were written into Article 31. 
The Colloquium is of the view that the ruling in Opinion 6 is as inappropriate 
to the selection of type specimens of species as it is to the selection of type 
species of genera and that the decision taken in Paris applying that ruling 
to the selection of type specimens should be withdrawn. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that the provision embodied in Sub-Point (e) of 
Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth Meeting held by the International Commission 
during its Paris Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:76) should be revoked. 


139. Application to type specimens of the provisions in ‘‘ Opinion ’’ 62% : 
In view of its decision to recommend the revocation of the provision embodying 
the substance of Opinion 6 in Article 31, the Colloquium recommends that 
the principle laid down in Opinion 62 should be recognised in its stead and 
that the following provision should now be inserted :— 


The fact that a specimen is the holotype of a given nominal species 
or is a syntype of such a species or has been designated as the neotype 
does not prevent that specimen from being designated as the holotype, 
or selected as the lectotype, of another nominal species. 


140. Repeal of the provisions extending to type specimens of species the 
provisions relating to the type species of genera contained in Rule (f) in Article 
30° ; As explained above (paragraph 138), the Rules in Article 30 (relating 
to the type species of genera) were in Paris, written, mutatis mutandis, into 
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Article 31 relating to the type specimens of species for the purpose of giving 
effect to the intention of the latter Article as adopted at Berlin in 1901. One 
of these Rules, namely Rule (f) relating to the species to be accepted as the 
type species of a nominal genus established as a substitute for another such 
genus, appears quite inappropriate for application to the type specimens of a 
species, and should, the Colloquium considers, be withdrawn. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that the provision embodied in Sub-Point (f) of 
Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth Meeting held by the International Commission 
during its Paris Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 76) should be revoked. 


141. Names based upon misidentifications of previously established 
nominal species®! : When in 1948 the Paris Congress revised the provisions 
of Article 31, it retained the provision contained in the second sentence of 
that Article which prescribed that a specific name which rests upon an error 
of identification cannot be retained for the misidentified species, even when 
the species concerned are placed in different genera. The decision on this 
matter was embodied in Sub-Point (h) of Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth 
Meeting held by the International Commission during its Paris Session (1950, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:76). The Colloquium is in agreement with maintenance 
of this decision as the general rule to be observed, but it must point out that, 
unless qualified in some appropriate fashion, this rule is not consistent with the 
provision suggested earlier in the present Report (paragraph 128) that, where 
an author, when establishing a nominal genus, includes in it a species which 
he cites under a name which he makes it clear that he is using in a sense different 
from that applied to it by its original author and that species is either desig- 
nated as, or is later selected as, the type species of that genus, the name used 
for that species is to be treated as constituting a new binomen. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that words should be inserted in the provision in 
Article 31 here under discussion excluding from its scope the special class of 
name described above. 


142. Type specimen of a nominal species established partly as a substitute 
for an earlier nominal species and partly for new material®® : The Colloquium 
comes now to the last of the questions which the Paris Congress in 1948 expressly 
deferred for further consideration by the Copenhagen Congress (1950, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 4: 502), namely the problem which arises when an author 
publishes a specific name partly as a substitute for some earlier name and 
partly for certain specimens then before him. On this subject, the Colloquium 
recommends that the following provision be inserted in Article 31 :— 


Where a specific name, when first published, is expressly stated to 
be a substitute (e.g. by the use of such expressions as “‘ nom. noy. ’’, or 
“nom. mut.”) for a previously published name but is at the same time 
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applied to particular specimens, the species to which the new name applies 
is in all circumstances that to which the previously published name is 
applicable. 


143. ‘* Recommandation ’’ that any author establishing a nominal species 
on new material subjectively identified with a previously named species should 
select as the holotype a specimen belonging to the new material®®: The 
Colloquium has considered the situation which arises when an author establishes 
a nominal species on new material which he subjectively identifies with a 
previously named species, and recommends the insertion in Article 31 of the 
following Recommandation giving guidance as to the procedure which it is 
desirable should be followed in such a case :— 


Where an author wishes to base a nominal species upon material 
before him but at the same time he subjectively assigns that material 
to a previously described species bearing an unavailable name, he is 
recommended to describe his new material as a new nominal species and 
to cite the name of the previously described nominal species as a subjective 
synonym of the name of the new species. 


144. ‘* Recommandation ’”’ that an author establishing a nominal species 
upon figures published by an earlier author should normally select one of the 
specimens so figured to be the holotype, if he bases the name of the new species 
upon that of the earlier author or of the locality from which his material was 
obtained®’ : The Colloquium recommends the addition to Article 31 of the 
following further Recommandation dealing with the situation where an author 
establishes a new nominal species upon figures published by an earlier author 
and bases the name of his new species either (a) upon the name of the previous 
author, or (6) upon that of the locality from which his material was obtained :— 


Where an author, without using such an expression as “‘ nom. nov.” 
or “‘nom. mut.’’, bases a nominal species upon figures published by an 
earlier author and bases the name of that species, either upon the name 
of the previous author or upon that of the locality from which his material 
was obtained, it is recommended that, in the absence of any indication 
to the contrary, one of the specimens figured by the earlier author should 
be selected as the holotype or that one of those figures should be selected 
to represent the holotype. 


145. ‘*‘ Recommandation ’’ that particulars regarding the location of type 
material and similar matters should be included in descriptions of new species : 
In view of the importance of knowing where type material is preserved, the 
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Colloquium recommends the insertion in Article 31 of the following Recomman- 
dation :— 


Editors of serial publications in which the names of new species are 
published should ensure that in all such cases the location of the type 
material and the museum labels assigned to the specimens concerned are 
clearly indicated in the description published. 


146. Lectotypes to be selected individually : The Colloquium recommends 
that a provision should be added to that relating to the selection of lectotypes 
prescribing that lectotypes are not to be selected en masse—i.c. that the 
publication of a statement that, wherever in a given collection, say, the Linnean 
collection, there is only one surviving specimen of a nominal species named 
by the author concerned, that specimen is to be treated as the lectotype would 
not constitute a valid lectotype selection—it being necessary for this purpose 
that a lectotype selection shall be related to an individual nominal species and 
shall have, as its object, the definition of that species. 


147. ‘* Recommandation ’’ that, other things being equal, preference 
should be given, in making lectotype selections, to syntypes of which figures 
have been published : The Colloquium recommends that a Recommandation 
should be added to the provisions relating to the selection of lectotypes, 
recommending that, other things being equal, authors, when selecting lecto- 
types, should select, as such, syntypes of which figures have already been 
published, wherever such exist. 


148. ‘‘ Recommandation ’’ that authors selecting lectotypes should state 
where the specimens are located and by what distinguishing labels they are 
marked : The Colloquium recommends further that a Recommandation be 
added to the provisions relating to the selection of lectotypes, urging authors, 
when publishing selections of lectotypes to include a statement giving particulars 
(a) of the institution in which the lectotype is located, and (b) of the labels 
and individual characteristics (if any) by which the specimens so selected can 
be recognised. 

149. Repeal of the provisions relating to “‘ nomina dubia ’’ adopted in 
Paris in 1948°° : In view of the proposal made earlier in the present Report 
(paragraph 26) that comprehensive provisions should be inserted in the Régles 
for the purpose of removing the threat to stability in nomenclature represented 
by nomina dubia, the Colloquium is of the opinion that the more limited 
provisions agreed upon in Paris in 1948 should now be withdrawn. The 
Colloquium accordingly recommends that the provision embodied in Sub-Point 
(g) of Conclusion 11(2) of the Fourth Meeting held by the International Com- 
mission during its Paris Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:76) should be 
revoked. 


®8 See Case No. 48. 


150. ‘‘ Recommandation ’’ that institutions possessing type specimens 
should publish lists of such specimens in their possession : The Colloquium 
recommends the addition to Article 31 of the following Recommandation :— 


All Institutions maintaining zoological collections should prepare 
and publish lists of type material in their possession. 


Article 32 


151. Rejection of a proposal to withhold availability from specific names 
based upon geographical terms when such names were misleading at the time 
of publication®® : The Colloquium has considered a proposal that the decision 
taken in Paris not to include in Article 32 provision for the rejection of specific 
names based upon inappropriate geographical terms (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4: 289) should be modified to the extent of permitting the rejection of such 
names in cases where the geographical term embodied in the specific name 
was misleading, even at the time when that name was published. The 
Colloquium is impressed by the difficulties involved in this proposal, which 
it accordingly recommends should be rejected. 


Article 34 


152. Substitution for existing provisions of a rule that generic names, if 
differing from one another in spelling by one letter, are not to be treated as 
homonyms of one another”: The Colloquium has reviewed the decision 
taken by the Paris Congress in 1948 when it embodied in the Régles the ruling 
previously given in Opinion 147 as to the conditions in which two generic 
names differing from one another only slightly in spelling are to be treated as 
homonyms of one another (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 161-162). In the 
light of this review, the Colloquium recommends that, without prejudice to 
any individual case on which a decision by the International Commission has 
already been published, the supplementary provision referred to above adopted 
in Paris should be revoked and that the following revised supplementary 
provision be inserted in its place :— 


A generic name is not to be treated as a homonym of another such 
name if it differs from it in spelling by even one letter. 


153. Rejection of a proposal that generic names based upon words belonging 
to languages not possessing an alphabet and differing from one another in 
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spelling only by reason of differences in the method of transcription adopted 
should be treated as homonyms of one another’! : The Colloquium has con- 
sidered a proposal that a provision should be inserted in Article 34 prescribing 
that, where two generic names based upon a word derived from a language 
not possessing an alphabet differ from one another in spelling solely by reason 
of differences in the method of transcription into the Latin alphabet adopted, 
the names should be treated as homonyms of one another. In view of the 
decision recorded in parargaph 152 above to recommend that in future a 
difference in spelling of only one letter shall be sufficient to prevent any two 
generic names from being treated as homonyms of one another, the Colloquium 
is opposed to the adoption of the proposal summarised above and recommends 
that it be rejected. 


Articles 34 and 35 


154. Relative status of two generic names, or, within a single genus, 
of two specific names, when based upon a modern patronymie and differing 
in spelling only by the use, in the one case, of the particle ‘‘ M’ ”’ and, in the 
other case, of the particles ‘‘ Me ’’ or “‘ Mac ’’*? : When considering Articles 
8 and 14, the Colloquium has recommended that, in the case both of generic 
names (paragraph 80) and specific names (paragraph 92) the decision taken 
in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:208, Conclusion 11(3)(b) ) 
regarding the orthography of names based upon modern patronymics and 
differing from one another only by the use, in the one case, of the particle 
“Mc” and, in the other case, of the particle ‘‘ Mac’ should be extended to 
cover corresponding names commencing with the particle ““M’”’. The Collo- 
quium now recommends the extension, to generic and specific names commencing 
with the particle ‘“M’’’, of the decision taken in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 4: 208, Conclusion 11(4) ) regarding the relative status to be 
accorded, under the Law of Homonymy, to names differing from one another 
only by the use, in the one case, of the particle “‘ Mc” and, in the other case, 
of the particle ‘‘ Mac ’’, that is, that the Paris decision should be amended so 
as to provide that generic, or, within a single genus, specific, names based 
upon modern ‘patronymics differing in spelling only through the use of the 
particles ‘“Mac’’, “Mec” or “M’” are to be treated as homonyms of one 
another. 


155. Generic and specific names differing in spelling from one another 
only through the presence, or absence, of diacritic marks“*: In the Agenda 
submitted to the Colloquium there were two proposals relating to the relative 
status to be accorded, under the Law of Homonymy, to names differing from 
one another in spelling only through the presence, in the one case, and the 
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absence, in the other case, of diacritic marks over (or under) one or more 
of the letters of the words of which the names concerned were composed. 
In an earlier part of the present Report (paragraph 101) the Colloquium has 
recommended :—(1) that the International Commission should be asked 
(a) to arrange for the preparation, with expert assistance, of a series of combin- 
ations of letters, each combination representing a specified diacritic mark, and 
(b) to include the list so compiled in a Schedule annexed to the revised Régles, 
when published ; (2) that provision should be made in the Régles that, where, 
on the first publication of a name, a diacritic mark is printed over (or under) 
one of the letters comprised in that name, that diacritic mark is automatically 
to be replaced by subsequent authors by the appropriate combination of 
letters shown in the list referred to in (1) above. It follows automatically 
from these decisions—and the Colloquium so recommends—that, where, 
under the procedure summarised above, a generic name, or, within a single 
genus, a specific name was, at the time of its first publication, identical in 
spelling with some other generic name or, as the case may be, some other 
specific name, except for the presence, in the one case, and the absence, in the 
other, of a diacritic mark, neither the two generic names nor the two specific 
names are to be treated as homonyms of one another, since the combination 
of letters which is to be substituted for the letter bearing a diacritic mark 
in one of the two names concerned will create a difference in spelling sufficient 
to exclude the names concerned from the scope of the Law of Homonymy. 


156. Rejection of a proposal that two generic names, or, within a single 
genus, two specific names differing from one another in spelling only through the 
use, in the one case, of the consonantal ‘‘i’’ and, in the other case, of the con- 
sonantal letters ‘“‘j’’ or ‘‘ yi’’ should be treated as homonyms of one another’: 
The Colloquium has had under consideration a proposal that the consonantal 
“i”? and the consonantal letters “‘j’’ and “yi” should be treated as the 
same for the purpose of determining whether any two otherwise identical generic 
or specific names are homonyms of one another. It is impossible to foresee 
the effects on current practice which a provision of this kind might entail and 
the Colloquium is opposed to its adoption. Indeed, it was when considering 
this proposal in relation to generic names that the Colloquium decided to 
recommend that the area within which generic names may be rejected as 
homonyms of one another should be restricted, rather than extended. The 
Colloquium accordingly recommends that the proposal submitted on the 
foregoing subject should be rejected. 


157. Rejection of a proposal that generic names, or, within a single 
genus, specific names, based upon words transliterated into the Latin alphabet 
from other alphabets and differing in spelling only by reason of differences of 
transliteration should be treated as homonyms of one another”® : The Colloquium 
has considered a proposal that generic names or, within a single genus, specific 
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names, based upon the same word, where the word concerned is normally 
written in an alphabet other than the Latin alphabet should be treated as 
homonyms of one another, where the two names differ in spelling only by 
reason of differences in the method of transliteration adopted. The adoption 
of this proposal would, in the opinion of the Colloquium, lead to difficulties 
in the case of names based upon words belonging to languages for which there 
is no universally adopted system for transliteration into the Latin alphabet. 
It would lead also to the changing of a number of names in current use. 
The Colloquium accordingly recommends the rejection of the foregoing proposal. 


Article 35 


158. Relative status, within a single genus, of two specific names based 
upon a word derived from a language not possessing an alphabet and differing 
from one another in spelling only by reason of differences in the method of 
transcription into the Latin alphabet adopted’® : The Colloquium recommends 
the insertion in Article 35 of a provision that, where, within a single genus, 
any two specific names are based upon the same word derived from a language 
not possessing an alphabet and differ from one another in spelling only by 
reason of the adoption of different methods for transcribing the word into 
the Latin alphabet, the problem is to be brought to the attention of the Inter- 
national Commission, whose duty it shall be to rule upon the relative status, 
under the Law of Homonymy, of the two names in question. 


159. Relative status, within a single genus, of two specific names consisting 
of compound words and differing from one another in spelling only by the use 
of different connective vowels’’: In an earlier part of the present Report 
(paragraph 93) the Colloquium has recommended that a provision should be 
inserted in Article 14 prescribing that the use of any connective (phonetic) 
vowel is permissible in the formation of specific names consisting of compound 
words. It has recommended also (paragraph 71) that a provision should be 
inserted in Article 19 prescribing that a name consisting of a compound word 
is not to be emended on the ground that an incorrect or inappropriate con- 
nective (phonetic) vowel has been used for linking the two parts of the name 
in question. On the other hand, the Colloquium is of the opinion that, within 
a single genus, it would be confusing if it were permissible to employ specific 
names consisting of compound words which differed from one another in 
spelling only by reason of the use of different connective (phonetic) vowels. 
The Colloquium accordingly recommends the insertion in Article 35 of a pro- 
vision prescribing that specific names consisting of compound words which 
differ from one another only in the connective vowel used to link the two parts 
of the name are to be treated as being identical for the purposes of the Law 
of Homonymy. 


6 See Case No. 54. 
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160. Relative status, within a single genus, of two specific names based 
upon a modern patronymic when formed in the genitive singular and differing 
from one another in spelling only by the use, in the one case, of the termination 
‘* i”? and, in the other case, of the termination “‘ -ii’’’$ : When dealing with 
Article 14, the Colloquium has recommended (paragraph 91) that, where a 
‘specific name based upon a modern patronymic of a man is formed in the 
genitive singular, either the termination “ -ii’”’ or the termination “ -i”” may 
be used, the difference between these two terminations being treated as without 
nomenclatorial significance. In the present connection, however, the 
Colloquium recommends that specific names based upon modern patronymics 
and formed in the genitive singular which differ from one another in spelling 
only by the use of the termination “-i”’ in the one case and that of “ -ii”’ 
in the other case are to be treated as being identical with one another for the 
purposes of the Law of Homonymy. 


161. Conditions necessary to establish a state of secondary homonymy 
between any two specific names’? : The Colloquium has taken note that the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature has adopted a 
Declaration on the subject of the conditions necessary to establish a state of 
secondary homonymy between any two specific names, which it proposes to 
submit, for final approval, to the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology. 
The Colloquium concurs in the proposed Declaration, which reads as follows :— 


For the purposes of the provision relating to the rejection of secondary 
homonyms, an author rejecting one name as a junior secondary homonym 
of another name is required to make it clear that he considers that the 
species bearing the specific name so rejected is congeneric with a species 
bearing a previously published identical specific name, but is free to 
indicate his view on this subject in whatever way he considers appropriate, 
provided that the method so adopted leaves no reasonable doubt that he 
considers the two species concerned to be congeneric with one another. 


162. Provision designed to prevent objectionable changing of specific 
names through a misuse of the rule relating to the rejection of secondary 
homonyms® : The Colloquium has considered an undesirable situation which 
might arise from the permanent rejection of specific names when these become 
secondary homonyms of previously published such names, as a result of the 
ruling adopted in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 121). There 
is a danger that well-established names might be made secondary homonyms— 
and, therefore, be rejected—as the result of unions of nominal genera widely 
regarded by specialists in the group concerned as being unjustified on taxonomic 
grounds and therefore as leading to an undesirable rejection and replacement 
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of names in current use. In order to guard against dangers of this kind, the 
Colloquium recommends that the existing provisions should be strengthened 
by the addition to Article 35 of a provision on the following lines :— 


(1) The rejection of any given name as a secondary homonym is to be 
subject at any time to challenge by the lodging, by interested 
specialists, of a formal protest with the Secretary to the Inter- 
national Commission, whose duty it shall be to publish that protest 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature as quickly as possible. 


(2) Once such a challenge has been so published, (a) the specific name 
published in replacement of the (rejected) junior secondary homo- 
nym, shall have availability only in the genus in which it was 
proposed, and (b) the senior secondary homonym shall have 
availability in other genera. 


(3) It shall be open to any specialist at any time to apply to the Inter- 
national Commission for the use of its plenary powers to terminate 
the challenge-period when, in his opinion, this is desirable. 


Appendice 


163. Addition to Section “‘ F ’’ of provisions relating to the transcription 
of the Latin letters “‘v’’ and “‘i’’®!: As explained in earlier parts of the 
present Report, the Colloquium is in favour of reducing, rather than increasing 
the number of mandatory provisions in the Régles in regard to the etymology 
and orthography of names. It takes a different view, however, in regard 
to non-mandatory provisions on such subjects, whether these be given the 
form of Recommandations or of additional Schedules. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that approval should be given to a proposal that 
has been submitted to the International Commission that there should be 
added to Section “‘F”’ of the Appendice (the provisions of which, under a 
decision taken in Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:73), are non- 
mandatory in character), the following provision regarding the orthography 
of the Latin letters ‘‘v”’ and “‘i”’: ‘‘ The Latin letter ‘ v’ should be written 
as a ‘u’ before a consonant (as in urbs) but as a ‘v’ before a vowel (as in 
ventus). The Latin letter ‘i’ should be written as a ‘j’ before a vowel (as 
in dugum) but as an ‘i’ before a consonant (as in #llustris). 


Article relating to the naming of infra-subspecific forms 


164. Rejection of a proposal for the withdrawal of recognition from names 
of less than subspecific rank*?: The Colloquium has considered a proposal 
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that recognition should be withdrawn from names of less than subspecific 
rank and therefore that the provisions dealing with this subject adopted in 
Paris in 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 89-96) should be repealed. The 
Colloquium recommends that this proposal should be rejected. 


165. Rejection of a proposal to postpone the coming into operation of, 
and to amend, the provisions relating to the naming of infra-subspecific forms 
adopted in Paris in 1948°° : The Colloquium has considered a proposal that 
the coming into operation of the provisions relating to the naming of infra- 
subspecific forms adopted in Paris in 1948 should be postponed and that the 
definition of an “ infra-subspecific form” should be amended so as to bring 
within its scope forms published in the past with the descriptive epithet 
“ var.’ (=varietas). In view of the substantial and growing practice of 
giving names to infra-subspecific forms, the Colloquium is opposed to any 
postponement of the date on which such names will become subject to regu- 
lation. The Colloquium considers the second part of the proposal submitted 
as misconceived, for, under the definition adopted in Paris, the test of whether 
a given name was to be regarded as having been published as a subspecific name 
or, alternatively, as an infra-subspecific name was not the term (such as form, 
var., etc.) applied to the name at the time when it was first published but 
whether the author by whom the name was published applied it to a population 
or to some minority element within a population. Moreover, as regards 
names published before the coming into force of the scheme (lst January, 
1951) the Paris provisions expressly provided that every such name was to be 
treated as having been published as a subspecific name, unless the author 
expressly made it clear that the name was intended to apply only to a form of 
less than subspecific rank. The position of names described as “ varieties ”’ 
is therefore already fully protected and no action is required under this head. 
The Colloquium recommends that the proposal here under discussion should 
be rejected. 


166. Inclusion within the definition of a ‘‘ subspecific name’ of any 
name published as a trinomen in the case of Fossil species : The Colloquium 
has considered the special problems which arise in connection with the inter- 
pretation of a name published as the third term of a trinomen in the case of 
Fossil species, and it recommends that a supplementary provision should be 
added to the provision (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 89-90) defining a “ sub- 
specific name” as distinct from a name applied, at the time of its original 
publication, to other infra-specific taxa, prescribing, in some appropriate 
manner, that, owing to the difficulty of interpreting the expression “ popula- 
tion ’’ in relation to Fossil species, the status of a subspecific name is to be 
accorded to any name published as a trinomen in the case of such a species. 
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Miscellaneous questions affecting the ‘‘ Régles ”’ 


167. Rejection of a proposal for the recognition of additional infra- 
specific categories®* : ‘The Colloquium has considered a proposal that provision 
should be made in the Regles for the recognition of infra-specific categories 
consisting of populations but lower in rank than the category “‘ subspecies ”’. 
The Colloquium is of the opinion that this matter is adequately covered by 
the existing definition for a “ subspecific name ”’ and accordingly recommends 
the rejection of this proposal. 


168. Support for uniformity in the Rules of Nomenclature for the whole 
Animal Kingdom*®® ; The Colloquium has taken favourable note of a document 
submitted to the International Commission urging the importance of main- 
taining uniform Rules of Nomenclature for the whole Animal Kingdom, and 
it takes this opportunity to draw attention to the fact that many of its recom- 
mendations have been inspired by this principle. 


169. Extent to which the provisions in the ‘‘ Régles’’ should be of an 
automatic character®® ; The Colloquium has taken note of a document discussing 
what its authors term the trend away from automatic nomenclature, that is, 
from provisions which can be operated automatically by zoologists. The 
Colloquium recalls that the modification of this trend in suitable cases has 
been one of the objects underlying a number of important recommendations 
included in the present Report. 
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PART 3 


QUESTIONS RELATING TO THE COMPOSITION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL 
NOMENCLATURE, THE ELECTION AND 
CONDITIONS OF SERVICE OF ITS 
MEMBERS, AND TO THE 
PROCEDURE OF THAT BODY 


170. Suggestions examined®’ : Having now set out the recommendations 
for the addition to the Régles of provisions relating to certain matters not 
dealt with at all and for the amplification and, in some cases, the modification 
of existing provisions, the Colloquium turns in the present Part to consider 
certain questions relating to the composition and procedure of the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature as to which representations 
have been received both from the American Society of Parasitologists and 
from the Nomenclature Committee of the Chicago Natural History Museum. 
The documents so received, together with certain other explanatory documents, 
were published by the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature in 
Part 15 of volume 10 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, the second of 
the two volumes of which copies were supplied by the Trust to each Member 
of the Colloquium. 


171. Need for strengthening the authority of the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature : It is clearly of great importance that 
the regulations governing the composition of an international body such as 
the Commission and also the procedure adopted by that body for the discharge 
of its duties should be such as to command the confidence of the general 
electorate to which it is responsible. These considerations will henceforward 
have an added force if the proposals formulated by the Colloquium are approved 
by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, for under the procedures 
so recommended many new duties will be imposed upon the Secretariat. of the 
Commission. In consequence, the successful operation of these new pro- 
cedures will largely depend upon the ability of the Commission and its Secre- 
tariat to carry the additional burden so imposed. In the following paragraphs 
the Colloquium therefore sets out its views on various questions involved in 
this problem where it considers that improvements could be effected. At the 
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same time it takes the opportunity to dispel certain misconceptions in regard 
to these matters disclosed in the documents which have been submitted to it 
for consideration. 


SECTION 1. COMPOSITION AND MEMBERSHIP OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, 


172. Summary of existing rules regulating the membership of the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature : It will, it is considered, 
be convenient at this point to set out what are the existing provisions regarding 
the principles to be followed in maintaining the composition of the International 
Commission. Prior to the Paris Congress of 1948 there were no formal 
provisions relating to this subject but at that meeting the principles which 
had been adopted by the Commission during the preceding decade were 
crystallised as follows (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 39-40), namely (1) that there 
should at all times be an appropriate balance in the representation on the 
Commission of the zoologists of one part of the world and those of other parts 
of the world, (2) that the membership of the Commission should include 
specialists in the principal divisions of the Animal Kingdom ; (3) that there 
should be an appropriate representation in the membership of specialists in 
palaeozoology ; and (4) that there should be also adequate representation 
in the Commission not only of the needs and wishes of workers in systematic 
zoology but also of those of workers in the applied biological sciences, who, 
as the users of zoological names, are directly interested in the problems of 
zoological nomenclature. The Colloquium is in agreement with the foregoing 
formulation of the principles which should govern the composition of the 
International Commission. 


173. Number of members of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature®* : At Paris in 1948 it was decided that, in order to give effect 
to the principles set forth in the preceding paragraph and in order also to 
render possible the direct representation on the Commission of zoologists of 
countries in which a considerable body of zoological work was being conducted 
which at any time were not represented on the Commission (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4: 39), the former rule prescribing a maximum membership of eighteen 
members for the Commission should be revoked and that in future no ceiling 
should be placed upon the membership of the Commission, though the previous 
maximum of eighteen should be retained as the normal minimum size for the 
Commission. At one time fears were entertained that this arrangement 
might lead to an undue increase in the membership of the Commission, but 
during the five years which have elapsed since the present system was intro- 
duced no tendency in this direction has developed, the total membership of 
the Commission having at no time exceeded twenty. In view (i) of the 
difficulties—amounting to the virtual impossibility—of giving effect to the 
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principles laid down as those which should govern the composition of the 
Commission if in addition that body was to have a fixed membership and 
(ii) of the advantages secured by the flexibility of the present system, the 
Colloquium does not suggest that any changes should be made in the 
regulations at present in force in regard to this matter. 


174. Qualifications necessary for candidates for election to the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and the method to be followed 
in seeking nominations®?: In 1948 a complete revision was undertaken of 
the rules governing the securing of nominations to the membership of the 
Commission and it was then agreed that, in place of the system current during 
the inter-war and earlier periods under which vacancies in the Commission 
were filled on the basis of nominations put forward by members of the 
Commission itself, there should be substituted a new system under which 
the responsibility for the submission of nominations should be placed, so 
far as possible, upon the shoulders of the zoologists (including palaeontologists) 
of the country concerned. The purpose of this reform was to secure a higher 
degree of confidence among zoologists as to the methods followed in recruiting 
members of the Commission and to ensure that zoologists so elected should 
enjoy the highest possible measure of confidence among fellow-workers in 
their own countries. The scheme agreed upon in Paris (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4: 42-44) accordingly provided a system under which (1) the Commission 
would, so far as possible, be able, in the case of any given country, to look 
to one body—and one body only—for nominations of zoologists in that 
country to the membership of the Commission, (2) the part played by the 
Commission in the selection of candidates would accordingly be reduced to 
the minimum, (3) the actual right of election would be retained by the 
Commission, and (4) the Commission should have the right to elect to its 
membership individuals of high personal qualifications even if these were 
not nominated by the national bodies referred to above, the object of this 
last provision being to provide a means for recruiting to the Commission 
zoologists who were outstandingly qualified but who, by reason of being 
political refugees from their own countries or for other political or similar 
reasons would otherwise have been lost to the Commission. The Colloquium 
appreciates and respects the motives which led the Commission to make the 
suggestions which were then adopted and are at present in force. Nevertheless, 
the Colloquium is of the opinion that, despite the risk involved in the recom- 
mendations now submitted, that some colour may be lent to the view that 
the Commission is a self-perpetuating body, the disadvantages so incurred 
are more than outweighed by the advantages of the system now recommended. 
There are two reasons why, in the opinion of the Colloquium, it is desirable 
that some modifications should be introduced into the arrangements agreed 
upon in Paris. First, those arrangements are, the Colloquium considers, too 
rigid in the sense that they place an undue stress upon national and territorial 
claims and insufficient stress upon the need for securing that the individuals 
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to be elected to the Commission shall, at least in a substantial number of 
cases, not only be personally possessed of high scientific attainments but in 
addition also shall have shown in their work that they possess knowledge of, 
and interest in, the general problems underlying zoological nomenclature. 
Second, the Colloquium considers that the best qualified candidates are unlikely 
to be secured if reliance is placed exclusively on advice channelled, in the 
case of any given country, through some single body. The Colloquium 
accordingly recommends that the provisions agreed upon in Paris in regard 
to the method to-be followed in seeking nominations for the membership 
of the Commission during inter-Congress periods (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4: 42-44) should be modified as follows :— 


(1) When a vacancy occurs in the membership of the Commission during 
an inter-Congress period, a public announcement shall be made 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, so that zoologists in 
the country in which the vacancy has arisen may have an oppor- 
tunity, should they so desire, of making known their views as to 
how that vacancy might best be filled to any of the principal 
scientific organisations in their country which, under (2) below, 
would be likely to be consulted by the Commission on this subject. 


(2) When a vacancy occurs in the membership of the Commission the 
Secretary, in agreement with the Executive Committee of the 
Commission, shall invite leading scientific institutions in the 
country concerned to submit within a prescribed period nomina- 
tions of well-qualified persons, with particulars of their qualifica- 
tions. 


(3) The nominations so received shall at the end of the specified period 
be submitted to the Executive Committee which shall then elect 
one of the candidates so nominated to be a member of the Com- 
mission, unless the Committee is of the opinion that none of the 
candidates’ concerned possesses the qualifications required for 
membership of the Commission, in which case it shall be open to 
the Executive Committee, should it so desire, to seek nominations 
as in (2) above from scientific institutions in some other country. 


(4) The Executive Committee shall be free, in suitable cases, to seek, 
or to receive, nominations from specialist International Congresses. 


(5) The power already vested in the Commission itself to elect to its 
membership men of outstanding personal qualifications, irrespective 
of the nationality of those persons or whether they have been 
nominated as candidates under the procedure specified above, 
shall be retained and used in suitable cases. 
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175. Substitution of addresses for country of domicile in published lists 
of members of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature : 
The Colloquium recommends that, whenever (as, for example, on the covers 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature) it is desired to give a nominal roll 
of the members of the Commission, the full address of each Commissioner 
should be given and not merely (as at present) his country of residence, in 
order thereby to stress the personal nature of each appointment, rather than 
its representative character on the national plane. 


176. Modification in certain respects of the procedure for filling seats 
on the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature automatically 
vacated at International Zoological Congresses®® : Ever since the Sixth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology held at Berne in 1904 there has been an arrange- 
ment in force under which one-third of the seats on the Commission become 
vacant on the last day of each International Congress and nominations for all 
(though, exceptionally, for some only) of these seats are submitted by the 
International Commission to the Section on Nomenclature, by whom these 
nominations are voted upon. At Paris in 1948 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 45- 
46) certain modifications were made in the procedure outlined above but its 
general character was endorsed and maintained ; under the revised procedure 
then adopted a nominal roll of the members of the Commission was established, 
the names of Commissioners being placed on this roll in accordance with their 
date of election or, if they were serving a second or later term, the date of 
their most recent re-election ; under this system one-third of the seats on the 
Commission is vacated at the end of each Congress, the seats so vacated 
being those at the head of the list. If at any Congress the number of members 
of the Commission is not a multiple of three, the number of seats to be vacated 
is that number which would represent one-third of the whole if the total 
membership were to be raised to the next higher number which made the 
total a multiple of three. The Colloquium is of the opinion that the present 
provisions in relation to the vacation of seats on the Commission and the 
nomination by the Commission of candidates to fill the vacancies so created 
are satisfactory and it does not suggest that any change should be made in 
them. The Colloquium is of the opinion, however, that it would be advan- 
tageous if one change were to be made in the present provisions relating to the 
action to be taken, through the Section on Nomenclature, on nominations 
so submitted by the International Commission. The change which the 
Colloquium suggests is twofold in character, namely: (1) that a separate vote 
should be taken by the Section on each nomination ; (2) that, if in any given 
case, the Section were to reject a particular nomination, the seat in question 
should not be filled by a vote of the Section itself but should be left to be 
filled after the Congress in the manner laid down for the filling of inter-Congress 
vacancies. The purpose of the first of these recommendations is self-evident, 
that of the second is to ensure that, before a fresh election is made, the prescribed 
consultation procedure should be complied with. 
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177. Arrangements for ensuring the efficient discharge of their duties 
by individual members of the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
celature®™! : The Colloquium has considered whether it is desirable that the 
existing provisions for securing the efficient discharge by individual Com- 
missioners of their duties as members of the Commission are adequate or 
whether they require to be supplemented in any way. In this connection 
the Colloquium has considered whether it would be advantageous, either to 
impose a maximum age-limit on attaining which a Commissioner would 
automatically vacate his seat or to provide that no zoologist may serve for 
more than three terms as a Commissioner. The Colloquium is not in favour 
of either of these suggestions, since, under the procedures suggested, the 
Commission would be liable to lose some of its most zealous and efficient 
members as well as its less efficient members at the end of the prescribed 
periods. Moreover, neither scheme would secure the removal from his Office 
as a Commissioner of any inefficient Commissioner until he had either attained 
the maximum retiring age or had served for three terms as a Commissioner. 
It was decided in Paris in 1948 that any Commissioner who failed on five 
successive occasions to vote on matters submitted for decision by postal vote 
should be liable to be removed from his Office as a Commissioner and should 
be so removed unless, on being called upon, he was able to provide a satisfactory 
explanation to the Executive Committee (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 49, Point 
(b)). At the same time provisions were adopted (ibid. 4: 48, Point (a)) for 
the grant of leave of absence to any Commissioner who, by reason of proceeding 
on some scientific expedition or for any similar reason would be unable for a 
considerable time to discharge his duties as a Commissioner and for the 
appointment of a temporary Alternate to discharge his duties during his 
period of absence. The Colloquium considers these provisions superior to 
either of the other plans to which reference has been made in that they secure 
the removal from the Commission of any of its members who does not discharge 
his duties without at the same time depriving the Commission of the services 
of efficient Commissioners. The Colloquium is accordingly satisfied with the 
present arrangements in this matter and does not recommend any change. 


‘ 


SECTION 2. THE PROCEDURE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


178. Arrangements made by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature for the giving of notice regarding action contemplated in 
particular cases*? : In one of the documents (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 503) 
stress was laid upon the importance of advance notice being given by the 
Commission of action contemplated in particular cases. The Colloquium 
fully endorses the importance of this matter but is of the opinion that the 


+ 1 See Case Nos. 64 and 68. 
®2 See Case No. 69. 


arrangements made in Paris and since observed by the Commission are 
sufficient for this purpose, for under those arrangements no individual case is. 
submitted to the Commission for vote until (i) the application in question 
has been published ‘in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and (ii) a period 
of six months has elapsed from the date of such publication in order to provide 
workers with an opportunity for submitting comments on the proposal in 
question, such comments, if received in time, being published in the Bulletin. 
and, if received too late for this, being brought to the attention of Com- 
missioners at the time that the Postal Vote begins. 


179. Arrangements in force for the taking of Postal Votes by the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature® : In one of the documents 
submitted to the Colloquium (1953, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 461-463) reference 
was made to the need for ensuring that the method adopted for conducting 
postal votes by the Commission on questions submitted to it for decision is 
such as to ensure a strictly objective presentation of the issues involved. 
In this matter the Colloquium is indebted to the International Trust for 
arranging for the publication (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 481-491) in facsimile 
of two recently issued Voting Papers for the purpose of enabling it to inform 
itself of the nature of the practice actually in force. Having now examined 
this matter, the Colloquium is of the opinion that the present arrangements 
are satisfactory and call for no modification. 


180. Period prescribed for the giving of notice of applications involving 
the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
of its Plenary Powers : The Colloquium has considered the question whether 
the present period prescribed for notice in the case of applications involving 
the possible use by the Commission of the Plenary Powers—which at Paris 
was reduced from twelve months to six months (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 55)—is 
sufficient to provide an adequate opportunity to specialists to submit repre- 
sentations for or against any given proposal. On enquiry, the Colloquium 
has ascertained that in cases of this class the great bulk of the comments 
submitted is received shortly after publication of the application concerned 
in the Bulletin and the appearance of the prescribed notices, and that only 
a small minority of the total comments is received in the last two of the 
six months included in the present prescribed period of notice. In these 
circumstances, the Colloquium does not wish to suggest any change in the 
present provisions in this matter. 


93 See Case No. 64. 


PART 4 


MATTERS AFFECTING THE WORK OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL TRUST FOR ZOOLOGICAL 
NOMENCLATURE 


SECTION 1. NEED FOR FINDING AN ADEQUATE FINANCIAL BASIS 
FOR SUPPORTING THE WORK OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


181. Present lack of any assured income from which to support the work 
of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature : At the afternoon 
Session of the Colloquium held on Monday, 3rd August, 1953, the Chair was 
taken by the Right Hon. Walter Elliot, Chairman of the International Trust 
for Zoological Nomenclature, who had made a special journey to Denmark 
for the purpose of laying before the Colloquium—and, through it, the Inter- 
national Commission and the International Congress—the extremely precarious 
financial position of the Trust and the grave difficulty experienced even to 
date in providing the funds needed to enable the Commission to discharge 
the duties entrusted to it. Taking the audited accounts for the year 1951 as 
an example, Mr. Elliot pointed out that actual income and actual expenditure 
had been approximately in balance, each amounting to a little over £2,000. 
The picture so presented, though absolutely correct, was, however, entirely 
misleading, since it would have been impossible in that year to carry on the 
work of the Commission if it had not been for the services rendered to the 
Commission free of charge by Mr. Francis Hemming, the Honorary Secretary 
to the Commission. This work consisted not only of the conduct of the 
scientific work of the Commission but also, in the absence of any permanent 
staff, of both clerical and typing work. In addition, Mr. Hemming had made 
three rooms in his house available for the work of the Commission. Mr. 
Elliot calculated that, if it had been necessary to meet these services on an 
ordinary business basis, the total income of the Trust in 1951 would have 
sufficed to meet not more than two-fifths of the expenditure required. The 
situation was further aggravated by the fact that the Trust possessed no 
independent income of its own and the whole of the incomings, apart from 
donations amounting in the year in question to about £170, were derived from the 
sale of publications and had been obtained only by charging extremely high prices 
for those publications, so high indeed that they were virtually beyond the 
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teach of any but rich institutions. Mr. Elliot added that it had never been 
possible since the incorporation of the Trust to prevent arrears of work from 
accumulating in the Secretariat of the Commission; that this should have 
been so was inevitable in the absence of whole-time staff, having regard to 
the volume of work involved. 


182. Increased urgency of the administrative and financial problems 
involved in supporting the work of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature consequent upon the impending resignation by Mr. Francis 
Hemming of the Office of Honorary Secretary : Mr. Walter Elliot went on 
to say that the financial problem had now acquired a greatly increased urgency, 
for he had been informed by Mr. Hemming that, having regard to the fact 
that he was now sixty and had already served the Commission as its Honorary 
Secretary for seventeen years, he wished to be relieved of these duties at a fairly 
early date. It was essential therefore that the zoologists of the world should 
choose whether they wanted the work of the International Commission to 
continue and, if so, speedily to devise a financial scheme which would render 
this possible. Otherwise, the Trust would have no option but to go into 
voluntary liquidation and the work of the Commission would thus come to an 
end. 


183. Appointment of a Committee of the Colloquium to draw up an 
administrative and financial Plan for supporting the work of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature : At the conclusion of the address 
summarised in the two preceding paragraphs, Mr. Walter Elliot suggested 
that the Colloquium should appoint a committee of its members to examine 
the problems involved in devising an adequate financial basis for the work 
of the International Commission and to make recommendations to the 
Comité Permanent of the Congress. Mr. Elliot added that from this point of 
view it would be of great assistance if Professor Spirck, President of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, would consent to act as 
Rapporteur to this Committee. After Professor Spirck had indicated his 
willingness to serve in this capacity, the Colloquium elected six of its members 
to serve on the committee suggested by Mr. Elliot®. 


®4 The Committee so appointed by the Colloquium completed its work on the afternoon 
of Monday, 10th August 1953, when it submitted its Report to the Comité Permanent of the 
International Zoological Congresses. Immediately upon its receipt, the Report was referred 
to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature for consideration of those of the 
recommendations in the Committee’s Report which would require action by the Commission. 
Later on the same afternoon the Committee’s Report was considered, and approved, by the Inter- 
national Commission, by whom it was annexed to the Report which it then adopted for sub- 
mission to the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology. The Report of the Committee 
was approved by the Comité Permanent on the morning of 12th August, 1953. On the same 
morning the Report of the Commission, with the Committee’s Report annexed, was approved 
at a joint meeting held between the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress, the International 
Commission and the Colloquium. The two Reports were given final approval on the same 
afternoon at the Final Concilium Plenum of the Congress. The two Reports will be published 
shortly in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. 
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SECTION 2. FINANCIAL POLICY OF THE INTERNATIONAL TRUST 
FOR ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


184. Prices charged by the International Trust for Zoological Nomen- 
elature for its publications: The high prices charged by the International 
Trust for its publications clearly militate against their circulation and are 
therefore much to be regretted. Now, however, that Mr. Walter Elliot, Chairman 
of the Trust®®, has made it clear that the lack of assured income makes it 
necessary to charge for the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature a price sufficient 
both to cover its printing cost and to make some contribution towards the 
overhead expenses of the International Commission, it is evident that in the 
existing financial circumstances no other policy would be possible, for the 
only alternative would be for the work of the Commission to be brought to an 
end through lack of funds. It is therefore of the highest importance that 
a new financial basis should be devised as soon as possible for supporting the 
work of the Commission which will be sufficiently strong and assured to make 
it possible to place the Bulletin and the Opinions of the Commission on sale 
at prices which will put these publications within the reach of all zoologists. 


185. Reservation by the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 
of the copyright of its publications®® : The Colloquium has considered the 
position created by the action of the International Trust in reserving all its 
rights in connection with the reproduction of its publications by other bodies 
and individuals, and in this connection had before it a statement recently 
issued on this subject by the Trust (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10: 512-513), in 
which the Trust has defined its position and has stated that the relaxations 
specified in that statement represent the limit to which it feels able to go. 
There is general agreement in the Colloquium that in principle it is desirable 
that the minimum of obstacle should be placed by the Trust in the way of 
persons who wish in scientific publications to quote from books or other 
matter published by the Trust. On the other hand, there is general agreement 
also that it is inevitable in existing conditions that the Trust should seek 
to protect its,rights in connection with its publications, since, as has been 
explained by Mr. Elliot, receipts from the sale of its publications represent 
the only firm source of income available to the Trust. At the conclusion of 
this discussion, the Colloquium took note of the recent statement by the 
Trust on the subject of copyright of its publications which, as was agreed, 
represents a considerable advance on any statement previously issued on this 
subject, and agreed not to press for any further concession on this subject 
until the financial position of the Trust has become more assured. In view 
of the importance of, and the wide interest felt in regard to, this matter, the 
text of the statement issued on this subject by the International Trust on 8th 
June, 1953, is annexed to the present Report as Appendix 3. 


eras See paragraph 181 above. 
96 See Case No. 70. 
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PART 5 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE PUBLICATION AND PRO- 
MULGATION OF THE “REGLES INTERNATIONALES 
DE LA NOMENCLATURE ZOOLOGIQUE” AS REVISED 
BY THE THIRTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS 

OF ZOOLOGY, PARIS, 1948, AND AS FURTHER 
REVISED BY THE FOURTEENTH INTER- 
NATIONAL CONGRESS OF ZOOLOGY, 
COPENHAGEN, 1953 


186. Administrative and procedural questions calling for attention : 
The Colloquium has given the most careful thought to the problems involved 
in the preparation of the revised text of the Régles, the consultations to be 
carried out in regard to that text, the arrangements to be made for the 
promulgation of the revised Régles, the date as from which those Régles should 
come into force and matters connected therewith. On these matters the 
recommendations of the Colloquium are set out below. 


187. Arrangements for the preparation of the draft of an English text 
of the ‘“ Régles’’ embodying the decisions taken by the Paris (1948) and 
Copenhagen (1953) Congresses: The preparation of the first draft of the 
English text of the Régles as amended at Paris in 1948 and as further amended 
at Copenhagen in 1953 will inevitably be a very laborious and exacting task, 
for it will involve the most careful collation of two long series of amendments 
with the existing text and will be all the more difficult if, as the Colloquium 
hopes will be possible, means are to be found for separating the guiding 
principles of the Régles from the large mass of qualifying provisions agreed 
upon for the detailed application of those principles. It is the hope of the 
Colloquium—as of all other zoologists concerned with taxonomic work— 
that the new text should be made public at the earliest possible date, but, if 
this aim is to be achieved, it will be necessary for whoever undertakes the 
task of drafting to devote himself to it for a considerable number of months 
to the exclusion of all other work. With these considerations in mind, Mr. 
Hemming, the Secretary to the Commission, has suggested that in the period 
immediately following the close of the Copenhagen Congress he should devote 
himself entirely to the preparation of the Official Records of the Copenhagen 
Meetings and to an attempt to clear off accumulations of work on applications 
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on individual names submitted to the Commission. Mr. Hemming therefore 
proposed that Professor J. Chester Bradley, President of the International 
Commission, should undertake the duty of preparing the first draft of the 
revised Régles; Mr. Hemming added that, if this suggestion should find favour, 
he would place at Professor Bradley’s disposal all the documents already 
prepared in connection with the preparation of a text of the Regles revised on 
the basis of the decisions taken in Paris in 1948. These would form a starting 
point from which Professor Bradley would be able to build up an entirely 
new text which took account of the decisions taken at Copenhagen. Mr. 
Hemming added that he had discussed his suggestion with Professor Bradley 
who had authorised him to state that he would be prepared to undertake this 
duty, should the Colloquium so desire. The Colloquium welcomes this arrange- 
ment and is grateful to Mr. Hemming for his proposal and to Professor Bradley 
for agreeing to undertake this arduous task. 


188. Arrangements for the selection of dates for the coming into force 
of those portions of the revised ‘‘ Régles ’’ which are not to become operative 
until after an interval following the promulgation of those “ Régles’’: It will 
have been noted that, when dealing in Part 2 of the present Report with 
certain of the novel provisions recommended for insertion in the revised Régles, 
the Colloquium has indicated that it considers that it is desirable that an 
interval should be allowed to elapse between the promulgation of the new 
Regles and the coming into operation of the new provisions in question. The 
Colloquium has not suggested specified periods for the delay to be imposed 
in the case of these provisions, considering it better that decisions on these 
questions should be left to the Commission when it has the completed draft 
of the revised Régles before it. The Colloquium accordingly recommends 
that the right and the duty of fixing these periods should be entrusted to the 
Commission. 


189. Arrangements for reconciling any minor inconsistencies as between 
different parts of the Copenhagen decisions and as between those decisions and 
the decisions taken in Paris in 1948 : It is almost inevitable that close inspection 
of the decisionsnow recommended to be taken will disclose minor inconsistencies 
either between those decisions themselves or between those decisions and the 
decisions taken in Paris. If any progress is to be made with the task of 
preparing a revised text of the Régles, some means must be found for breaking 
the deadlock created by minor inconsistencies of this kind, should such be 
discovered. The recommendation of the Colloquium for dealing with this 
matter is twofold, namely (1) that Professor Chester Bradley should be 
authorised, if he detects any minor inconsistencies when preparing the first 
draft of the English text of the Revised Régles, to take whatever decision 
he may consider best carries out the general intentions of the Copenhagen 
Congress, but should be required, in submitting that draft, to prefix to it a 
note giving particulars of any case of this sort which he may have encountered 
and of the manner in which he has overcome the difficulties so involved ; (2) 
that the Commission should give particular attention to any comments which 
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may be received in regard to Professor Bradley’s note on such cases when 
that note is published with the draft of the English text of the revised Régles, 
and should be authorised to take final decisions thereon at the same time that. 
it takes such decisions on other matters arising out of comments received on 
the draft of the revised Régles (paragraph 193 below). 


190. Arrangements for consultations as to the accuracy of the draft of 
the English text of the “‘ Régles’’?: The Colloquium has been informed that 
it has for some time been the intention of the International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature to devote a special volume of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomencla- 
ture to the publication of the draft of the revised Régles as soon as that document 
should be available, in order thereby to provide an opportunity to all interested 
specialists to comment upon the accuracy of that draft before the text of the 
Régles is finally approved. The Colloquium welcomes this proposal as repre- 
senting the course of action which it is desirable should be taken in this matter. 


191. Period to be reserved for the receipt of comments from specialists. 
on the accuracy of the draft of the English text of the ‘‘ Régles’’: The 
Colloquium recommends that a definite period should be prescribed as that 
within which, following the publication in the Bulletin of the draft of the 
English text of the revised Régles, comments should be receivable from 
interested specialists on the question of the accuracy of thattext. The Colloquium 
recommends that this period should be set at six months. The Colloquium 
desires, however, to add that, if it should happen that publication could not 
take place earlier than the month of May, the month in which many museum 
taxonomists go into the field for three or four months, it is its hope that the 
International Commission will extend accordingly the period to be made 
available for the receipt of comments. The Colloquium considers it important 
that, when the draft of the English text of the Régles is published in the 
manner indicated above, a clear announcement should be made at the same 
time as to the date fixed as the close of the period within which the comments 
from interested zoologists will be receivable. 


192. Question of the language to be adopted for the substantive text 
of the “ Régles’’: When drawing up the time-table to be aimed at for 
carrying through the concluding stages leading up to the publication of the 
Rules of Nomenclature as revised by the Copenhagen Congress, the Colloquium, 
in conjunction with the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
and the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress, had under consideration 
the question of the language to be adopted in the substantive text of the 
Rules as revised by the present Congress. For whatever decision was taken 
on this latter subject would inevitably affect both the procedure to be adopted 
and the date on which it would be possible to publish the revised Rules, since, 
if the French language were to be retained as the language of the substantive 
text of the Rules, it would be necessary, after the Commission had reached 
agreement upon the English text, to arrange for the preparation of an identical 
French text and for a close scrutiny to be made of that text for the purpose 
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of ensuring that it was identical in meaning with the English text before it 
would be possible to publish it as the substantive French text of the Rules. 
Thus, the retention of the French language for the substantive text of the 
Rules would inevitably lead to considerable delay in the bringing into force 
of the Rules as revised at Copenhagen. In spite of these difficulties, the 
Colloquium would not have thought it proper to contemplate suggesting any 
change in the language to be used for the substantive text if there was a general 
desire among zoologists for the retention of the French language for this 
purpose. At this stage of its consideration of this matter, the Colloquium, 
in conjunction with the Commission and the Section on Nomenclature, sought 
the views of the zoologists of all countries, other than those of English- or 
French-speaking countries, who were present at the meeting at which this 
matter was discussed. The zoologists who took part in this consultation were 
nationals of the following countries :—Brazil, Denmark, Germany, The 
Netherlands. AU of these expressed a preference for the adoption of the 
English language as the language of the substantive text of the Rules. In 
the light of these consultations, the general view of the Colloquium, of the 
Commission and of the Section was clearly in favour of this course, but all 
three bodies were of the opinion that this change ought not to be recommended 
without further discussion with the French zoologists and further that, if the 
French zoologists were to express strong objection to the change, the proposal 
should not be pursued. Subject to the foregoing considerations, the Joint 
Meeting of the Colloquium, the Commission and the Section on Nomenclature 
held on the afternoon of Monday, 10th August, 1953, agreed to recommend 
the substitution of the English language for the French language for the 
substantive text of the Régles. At the same time the Joint Meeting agreed 
that in view of its importance this question should be separately reported 
to the Comité Permanant of the International Zoological Congresses and that 
the suggestion for a change in the language of the substantive text of the 
Régles should be proceeded with only if the Comité Permanant concurred in 
that course. 


193. Arrangements for the final settlement of the English text of the 
revised ‘‘ Régles ’? and for its immediate promulgation if it is decided that 
English is to be the language of the substantive text : The Colloquium recom- 
mends the adoption of the following procedure in the event of the approval, 
by the Congress, of the recommendation in paragraph 192 that English shall 
be the language of the substantive text of the revised Reégles : (1) that, as soon 
as possible after the prescribed period of notice suggested in paragraph 191 
above, the comments received from specialists on the question of the accuracy 
of the draft of the English text should be collated by the Secretary and 
submitted to the Commission, (2) that the Commission should be authorised 
and empowered thereupon to reach decisions on all matters arising out of the 
comments received, and (3) having done so, finally to approve the English 
text as the substantive text of the revised Rules. The Colloquium 
recommends that at this stage the Commission should transit the English 
text so approved to the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 
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with a request that it should publish it at the earliest moment as a separate 
entity—that is, not as a portion of the Bulletin. 


194. Arrangements for the preparation and promulgation of the revised 
“* Réegles ’’ in the event of its being decided that French is to be the language of 
the substantive text : If, contrary to the recommendation submitted in para- 
graph 192 above, it is decided that the language of the substantive text of the 
revised Régles is to be the French language, the Colloquium recommends that, 
immediately upon the final approval of the English text in the manner indicated 
in paragraph 193, the International Commission should communicate that 
text to the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature with a request 
that it should arrange for the preparation by the best translators available 
of a French text identical in form and substance with the English text. The 
Colloquium desires to stress the extreme importance of securing the highest 
possible standard of accuracy in the French text so prepared, in view of the 
fact that, once the Régles as revised at Copenhagen come into force, that text, 
though at the time of its preparation a translation of the English text, would, 
if the French language were to be retained as the language of the substantive 
text, constitute the unique standard of reference in the event of any argument 
arising as to the meaning to be attached to any given provision in the Régles, 
the English text possessing at that stage the status only of a translation of the 
substantive French text. The Colloquium recommends (1) that, as soon 
as the draft of the French text is received from the translators by whom 
it is to be prepared, the Trust should arrange for it to be published in draft 
form in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, (2) that, as in the case of the 
corresponding English text (see paragraph 191 above) a period of six months 
from the date of publication should be allowed for the purpose of enabling 
comments to be received on the one question which at this stage will alone 
be open to discussion, namely the identity in meaning of the draft French text 
with the English text as finally settled in the manner indicated in paragraph 
193 above, (3) that at the close of the prescribed period referred to above, 
the comments received should be referred by the Trust, for observations, to the 
translators by whom the draft of the French text had been originally prepared, 
(4) that, on receipt of the observations by the translators, the comments 
received during the prescribed period, together with the translators’ observa- 
tions thereon, should be submitted to the Commission by the Secretary, (5) 
that the Commission should be authorised and instructed thereupon to 
take decisions on all matters arising out of the comments received, and, having 
done so, formally to approve the French text to be the substantive text of 
the Régles, and (6) that the Commission should then officially communicate 
the substantive French text so approved and the corresponding English 
text (which, on the assumption adopted, would, when this stage is reached— 
as already explained—possess the status only of a translation of the substantive 
French text) to the International~ Trust for Zoological Nomenclature for 
publication at the earliest possible moment as a separate entity—that is, 
not as a portion of the Bulletin. 
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195. Preparation of authorised translations of the “‘ Régles’’ as soon 
as possible after the publication of the substantive text: In the preceding 
paragraphs the Colloquium has outlined its proposals for the preparation and 
publication as quickly as possible after the Copenhagen Congress of a revised 
substantive text of the Regles embodying the Copenhagen decisions. Alterna- 
tive proposals have been submitted in regard to this matter, the first (paragraph 
193) being based upon the assumption that the recommendation submitted 
in paragraph 192 that English should be the language of the substantive text 
of the revised Reégles is approved, the second (paragraph 194) on the assumption 
that it is decided that the language of the substantive text shall be the French 
language. At this point the Colloquium desires to recommend that, if it is 
decided that English shall be the language of the substantive text of the 
revised Régles, the International Commission, immediately upon giving its 
approval of the English text, should invite the International Trust to arrange 
for the preparation of an authorised French translation in the manner recom- 
mended in paragraph 194 above and that, after a due scrutiny of the text so 
prepared, the Trust should publish it as the Official French translation of the 
revised Régles. Further, the Colloquium desires to recommend that, in addition 
to the preparation of English and French texts in accordance with one or 
other of the alternative procedures indicated in the immediately preceding 
paragraphs, steps should be taken by the International Trust without delay 
to secure the preparation of authorised translations into other languages, for 
zoologists in every country prefer to work with a text of the Rules in their 
own language, since it should be necessary for zoologists belonging to countries 
which speak languages other than that adopted for the substantive text of the 
Rules to refer to the latter text only when this is essential in order to resolve 
questions of doubt as to the precise meaning to be attached to any given 
provision. 


Supplementary Note by the Chairman of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature 


I consider it desirable for the purposes of historical record to add a brief word of explanation 
regarding the course of the concluding discussions at Copenhagen on the question of the language 
to be adopted for the substantive text of the Régles as amended and expanded by the Copenhagen 
‘Congress. _As is explained in paragraph 192 of the Report, the Colloquium, in agreement with 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and the Section on Nomenclature, 
at a meeting held jointly by those bodies on the afternoon of Monday, 10th August, 1953, 
decided (the French zoologists present dissenting) to include in its Report a paragraph reeommend- 
ing the substitution of the English language for the French language as the language of the 
‘substantive text of the Régles as revised by the Copenhagen Congress, subject to the condition 
that this recommendation was to be submitted separately to the Comité Permanant of the 
International Zoological Congresses and was to be included in the Report only if no strong 
objection to the proposed action were to be raised by the French zoologists and if the Comité 
Permanant concurred. 


2. At the time when the foregoing provisional decision was taken, the draft of the Report 
of the Colloquium contained alternative provisions on this subject, the first prepared on the 
assumption that the English text would be the substantive text, the second, on the assumption 
that the substantive text would be the French text. At the close of the Meeting referred to above, 

‘the Colloquium formally adopted as its Report the draft which had been circulated, subject to 
the amendments which had been agreed upon during the course of the two joint meetings held 
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that day (10th August) with the Section and the Commission, and invited me to revise the draft 
to bring the text into conformity with the decisions so reached. On the following day (11th 
August) I prepared a paper in which I submitted the revised passages which I had prepared in 
conformity with the foregoing request. This paper contained a revised passage relating to the 
question of the language to be adopted for the substantive text which embodied the decision 
taken on the afternoon of 10th August. 7 


3. The foregoing paper was considered on the morning of Wednesday, 12th August, at 
a meeting which was called primarily as a joint meeting of the Section on Nomenclature and the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature for the purpose of enabling the Section 
to receive and consider the Report on its work prepared by the International Commission for 
submission to the Congress. In addition, this meeting was called as a joint meeting between 
the Colloquium, the Commission and the Section, in order to enable the Colloquium to consider, 
in conjunction with the two other bodies, the paper containing the draft passages which I had 
prepared for the purpose of giving effect to the decisions reached on various questions at the 
meetings held on 10th August. After enquiry from the President’s Office, the Chairman of the 
Section, who presided over the joint meeting, announced that the President did not apprehend 
any objection to the action proposed in regard to the language to be adopted for the substantive 
text of the Régles as revised by the Copenhagen Congress. It thus appeared that the way had 
been cleared for the inclusion in the Report of an unqualified recommendation in favour of the 
change in the language of the substantive text. This was thereupon agreed to. 


4. The last stage in the consideration of questions of zoological nomenclature at Inter- 
national Congresses of Zoology consists of the submission of the proposals of the Section on 
Nomenclature and the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to the Final 
Concilium Plenum of the Congress. At the Copenhagen Congress this final meeting had been 
fixed for the afternoon of Wednesday, 12th August, and I had been invited to submit to it the 
customary proposal that the recommendations of the Section and the Commission should be 
approved and adopted en bloc. Just before the opening of this meeting, Professor Sparck, 
President of the Congress, informed me that he had received strong objection from the French 
zoologists to the proposed change in the language of the substantive text of the Régles. In view 
of the fact that the Concilium Plenum was on the point of being opened, an immediate decision 
was needed on the question of the statement to be made to it on this subject. Both Professor 
Sparck and I felt that in the circumstances it would be undesirable in a matter of such importance 
to pursue the action till then proposed. As Chairman of the Colloquium, I felt this all the more 
strongly because the objections which the French zoologists had lodged with the President had 
destroyed the basis on which the recommendation in favour of a change in the substantive 
language had been adopted jointly by the Colloquium, the Commission and the Section. 
Accordingly, in agreement with the President of the Congress, I took the responsibility, as Chair- 
man of the Colloquium, of withdrawing the recommendation in the Report dealing with this 
subject. When, therefore, a few minutes later, I submitted the nomenclature proposals to the 
Concilium Plenum, I stated that it was not proposed to displace the French language from its 
position as the language of the substantive text of the Régles. 


5. Immediately after the close of the Copenhagen Congress, I circulated to all members 
of the Colloquium a paper explaining the circumstances which had arisen just before the Final 
Concilium Plenum of the Congress and the reasons which had prompted me to take the decision 
which I then reached. At the same time I submitted revised paragraphs for the portion of the 
Report dealing with the language to be adopted for the substantive text of the Reégles in order 
to bring those paragraphs into harmony with the action which I had found it necessary to take. 
The paragraphs which have been revised in this way are those which bear the numbers 192 to 195. 
In their present form, these paragraphs (1) state the strong preference of the Colloquium (the 
French members dissenting) for a change in the substantive language of the Régles from the 
French language to the English language, and (2) set out, on the lines of the original draft of 
10th August, alternative proposals regarding the procedure to be adopted in the preparation 
and promulgation of the substantive text of the Régles, as revised by the Copenhagen Congress, 
first, on the assumption that the English language would be adopted for the substantive text, 
second, on the assumption that the language of the substantive text would remain the French 
language. 


6. Ata later date I received expressions of keen regret from German, Netherland, United 
Kingdom and United States zoologists who had attended the meetings of the Section on 
Nomenclature and the Colloquium at the decision taken on the subject of the language to be 
adopted as the substantive language of the revised Régles. These representations I submitted 
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to Professor Spiirck, President of the Congress. Professor Spiirck has now sent me a Minute 


in which, after reviewing the question at issue, he has directed that both the Krench and the 
English texts of the edgles, as revised by the Congress which met under his Presidency, are to 


be treated as authentic, that is, that the French text shall be the substantive text and so also 
shall be the English text. The text of Professor Spiirck’s Minute, with the lotter from myself 
annexed thereto, is reproduced as Document No, 2 in the present volume (pp. 126 et seq.). 
(signed) FRANCIS HEMMING, 
Chairman of the Colloquium on 
Zoological Nomenclature, 


Copenhagen, 1953 
10th November, 1953. 


196. Date fixed for the coming into operation of the ‘‘ Régles ’’ as revised 
by the Paris (1948) and Copenhagen (1953) Congresses: The Colloquium 
recommends that the Régles as revised by the Paris (1948) and Copenhagen 
(1953) Congresses should formally come into operation and the existing Régles 
be revoked as from the first day of January in the calendar year following 
promulgation and publication of the revised Régles (paragraphs 193 and 194). 


197. Intimation received from the International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature of its intention to publish in book form the text of the decisions 
taken by the Copenhagen Congress at the earliest possible moment after the 
close of the Congress: The Colloquium has received with satisfaction a 
notification from the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature that 
it is its intention to publish at the earliest possible moment, and to place 
on sale at a low price, the present Report of the Colloquium, together with 
a statement of the action taken thereon by the International Commission 
and by the Congress, thereby making it possible for any zoologist readily 
to ascertain what decisions on zoological nomenclature were taken by the 
Copenhagen Congress. 


198. Advice to taxonomists to guide themselves in their work by the 
decisions taken by the Copenhagen Congress as soon as the text of those 
decisions is officially published: The Colloquium recommends that the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology should adopt a Resolution 
advising taxonomists to guide themselves, so far as possible, during the period 
which must elapse before the Régles as revised by the Copenhagen Congress 
officially come into force, by the decisions taken by the Congress in the light 
of the recommendations of the present Colloquium and of the proposals thereon 
by the International Commission. As has already been explained (paragraph 
197), it is expected that the official text of the decisions by the Copenhagen 
Congress will be published at a very early date. 


199. Procedure to be followed by the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature in the interpretation of the ‘‘ Régles’’ and in the 


.discharge of its other duties in the period prior to the formal coming into 
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operation of the revision of those ‘‘ Régles’’ by the Copenhagen Congress : 
The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature will inevitably 
encounter certain difficulties in the discharge of its duties in adjudicating 
upon applications relating to individual names until such time as the text of 
the revised Régles is available and those Régles have been formally brought 
into operation. The Colloquium recommends that the present Congress 
should adopt a Resolution directing the International Commission to guide 
itself during this period by the decisions taken by the Congress in the light 
of the present Report by the Colloquium and for this purpose should treat 
this Report, as approved by the Congress (subject to any qualifications which 
be attached to the approval so given®’) as binding upon it during that period. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS AND THANKS 


200. Thanks of the Colloquium to all concerned in the preparations for 
its work and in the arrangements at Copenhagen for its meetings : In closing 
this Report, the Colloquium desires to place on record its grateful thanks 
to all those who have taken part in the preparations for its meetings, both 
before the opening of the Colloquium and during its sittings. The Nomen- 
clature Committees and individual specialists who responded to the request 
for statements of opinion on some of the most difficult and complex problems 
before the Colloquium have rendered a most valuable service through the 
pooling of ideas which they so rendered possible. The Colloquium owes its 
existence to the initiative of the International Trust for Zoological Nomen- 
clature and it is firmly of the opinion that zoologists everywhere will be deeply 
grateful to the Trust for having organised a meeting for the discussion of 
problems of zoological nomenclature that has been unique in its scope and in 
its international and representative character. The Colloquium is greatly 
indebted to the Trust also for having devoted two complete volumes of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature to the publication of documents for its 
use and for presenting copies of these volumes to all members of the Colloquium 
for their use. The Colloquium has great pleasure also in expressing its grateful 
thanks to Professor Ragnar Spirck, the President of the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology for the admirable arrangements which he has 
made as regards the provision of accommodation for its meetings which greatly 
contributed to their success. At the same time the Colloquium desires to 
express its indebtedness to Professor Spirck’s Danish colleagues for the help 
which they have always been ready to give, and in particular to Dr. Henning 
Lemche, the Danish Member of the International Commission, who has been 
indefatigable in giving help of any kind when this was required. 


87 The present Report was later unanimously adopted, first, by the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, second, by the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress, 
and, finally, by the Congress itself at its Final Concilium Plenum held on 12th August, 1953. 
For the decision taken by the Congress on the question of the language to be used in the 
substantive text of the Régles, see Document No. 2 (pp. 126 et seq,). 
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201. Thanks of the Colloquium to Mr. Francis Hemming for his services 
as its Chairman and to Mr. and Mrs. Hemming for their services in providing 
the Secretariat : The Colloquium desires to place on record the deep sense 
of gratitude of its members for the opportunity presented by the holding of 
this Colloquium for free and friendly discussion of matters affecting their 
common desire to serve best the interests of their science. The Colloquium 
desires to record their sense of personal obligation to Mr. Francis Hemming, 
its Chairman, for the patience and wisdom with which he has guided its meetings. 
The Colloquium wishes to record also its indebtedness to Mr. and Mrs. Hemming 
for their work as the Secretariat of the Colloquium, work which ensured that 
the most efficient use was made of the time at the disposal of the Colloquium. 


Signed on behalf of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING, 


Chairman of the Colloquium. 


Copenhagen, 
12th August, 1953. 
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APPENDICES TO REPORT OF COLLOQUIUM 


Appendix 1.—List of Institutions and individuals to whom invitations to the 
Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature were issued by the 
International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature. 


Appendix 2.—The Principle of Conservation: four draft proposals submitted 
to the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature. 


Appendix 3.—Copyright of publications issued by the International Trust for 


Zoological Nomenclature : Statement issued by the Trust on 
8th June, 1953. 
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APPENDIX 1 


LIST OF INSTITUTIONS AND INDIVIDUALS TO WHOM INVITATIONS TO 
THE COLLOQUIUM ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE WERE ISSUED BY 
THE INTERNATIONAL TRUST FOR ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


Part 1. Institutions invited 


Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia 
Academy of Sciences of the U.S.8.R., Moscow 
American Committee on Entomological Nomenclature 
American Museum of Natural History, New York 
American Ornithologists’ Union 

American Society of Ichthyologists and Herpetologists 
American Society of Mammalogists 

American Society of Parasitologists 


American Society of Zoologists 


‘ 


Bishop Museum, Honolulu, Hawaii 


British Museum (Natural History) 


Challenger Society 
Chicago Natural History Museum 
Czechoslovak National Committee on Zoological Nomenclature, Prague 
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Department of Agriculture, Division of Entomology, Ottawa 
Department of Conservation, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y. 
Deutsche Entomologische Gesellschaft 


Deutsche Zoologische Gesellschaft 


Entomological Society of America 


Entomologische Gesellschaft, Basel 


Freshwater Biological Association, Ambleside, Westmorland 


Geological Society of London 
Geological Survey and Museum, London 
Geologinen Tutkimuslaitos, Helsinki 
Geologische Vereinigung, Bonn 
Geologiska Foreningen, Stockholm 


Geologists’ Association, London 


Hawaiian Entomological Society 


Indo-Pacific Fisheries Council 

Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique 
Institute of Biology, London 

International Council of Scientific Unions 
International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 
International Union for Biological Sciences 
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Joint Committee on Zoological Nomenclature for Paleontology in America. 
Kansallismuseo, Helsinki 


Linnean Society of London 


Magyar Tudomanyos Academia, Budapest 
Marine Biological Association, Plymouth 

Musée Royal du Congo Belge, Brussels 

Museo de Ciencias Naturales, Madrid 

Museo de Geologia, Madrid 

Museu Nacional de Historia Natural, Lisbon 
Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard, Mass. 
Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle, Genéve 

Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris 


Museum fiir Naturkunde der Humboldt-Universitaét zu Berlin 


National Museum, Dublin 

National Museum of Wales, Cardiff 
Naturhistorisches Museum, Vienna 
Naturhistoriska Riksmuseet, Stockholm 


Nomenclature Discussion Group, Washington, D.C. 


Palaeontographical Society, London 
Paleontological Research Institute, Ithaca, N.Y. 


Paleontological Society of America 
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Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden 
Royal Entomological Society of London 
Royal Society 


Royal Society of Edinburgh 


Schweizerische Entomologische Gesellschaft, Berne 
Science Council of Japan 

Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C. 

Société Entomologique de France 

Société Géologique de France 

Société Ornithologique de France 

Société Zoologique de France 

Society of Systematic Zoology, U.S.A. 

Stazione Zoologica di Napoli 


Systematics Association, London 


United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Entomology and Plant 
Quarantine, Washington, D.C. 


United States Geological Survey, Washington, D.C. 
United States National Museum, Washington, D.C. 
Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen 


University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A. 


Wiener Entomologische Gesellschaft, Vienna 
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Zoological Laboratory, Helsinki University, Helsinki 
Zoological Society of London 

Zoologisch-Botanische Gesellschaft, Vienna 

Zoologische Sammlung des Bayerischen Staates, Munich 
Zoologisk Institut Universitetet, Oslo 

Zoologisk Museum, Oslo 


Zoologiska Institutionen, Lund 


Part 2. Individuals invited 
Allan, Miss Joyce (Australian Museum, Sydney, New South Wales, Australia) 
Amaral, Afranio do (S. Paulo, Brazil) 
Arkell, W. J. (Sedgwick Museum, Cambridge University, Cambridge, England) 
Beltran, Enrique (Instituto Mexicano de Recursos Naturales Renovables A.C., 

Mexico, D.F., Mexico) 

Betrem, J. G. (Deventer, The Netherlands) 
Beuret, Henry (Newewelt, prés Basel, Switzerland) 
Blackwelder, Richard E. (Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 
Bodenheimer, F. 8. (Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) 
Bonnet, Pierre (Université de Toulouse, Toulouse, France) 
Boros, Istvan (Nemzeti Museum, Budapest, Hungary) 
Boschma, H. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 
Bradley, J. Chester (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) 


Brongersma, L. D. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The 
Netherlands) 
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Cabrera, Angel (Hva Peron, F.C.N.G.R., Argentina) 
Clay, Miss Theresa (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Cox, L. R. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Crespo, Jorge A. (Museo de Ciencias Naturales, Buenos Aires, Argentina) 


Delacourt, Jean (Los Angeles County Museum, Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.) 
Dollfus, R. Ph. (Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris) 

dos Passos, Cyril F. (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 
Dougherty, Ellsworth C. (University of California, Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) 
Dudich, E. (University of Budapest, Hungary) 


Dunbar, Carl O. (Peabody Museum of Natural History, Yale University, New 
Haven, Connecticut, U.S.A.) 


Dymond, J. R. (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) 


Elliot, Right Hon. Walter (Chairman, International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature, London) 


Entz, Bela (Biologiai Kutato Intezet, Tihany, Hungary) 


Esaki, Teiso (Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japan) 


Fauré, J. C. (University of Pretoria, Pretoria, Union of South Africa) 


Follett, W. I. (California Academy of Sciences, San Francisco, California, 
U.S.A.) 


Forster, Walther (Zoologische Sammlung des Bayerischen Staates, Miinchen, 
Germany) 


Fox, H. Munro (Bedford College, London University, London) 
Franclemont, J. G. (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) 
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Gisin, Hermann (Muséum d'Histoire Naturelle, Geneve, Switzerland) 
Gordon, Dr. I. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Gressitt, J. Linsley (Bishop Museum, Honolulu, Hawaii) 


Griffin, Francis J. (International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, London) 


Hall, E. Raymond (University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) 
Hanko, Béla (Békéscsaba, Hungary) 
Hedgpeth, Joel W. (United States Geological Survey, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Hemming, Francis (Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature) 


Hering, Erich M. (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitdt zw Berlin) 
Hindle, Edward (Institute of Biology, London) 
Holthuis, L. B. (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 


Hubbs, Carl L. (Scripps Institution of Oceanography, La Jolla, California, 
U.S.A.) 


Jaczewski, Tadeusz (Warsaw University, Warsaw, Poland) 


Jordan, Karl (British Museum (Natural History), Zoological Museum, Tring, 
Herts., England) 


Jorge, Arturo Ricardo (Museu Bocage, Lisbon, Portugal) 


Keen, Miss Myra (Stanford University, Department of Geology, Stanford, 
California, U.S.A.) 


Klauber, Laurence M. (San Diego, California, U.S.A.) 
Klots, Alexander B. (City College of New York, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) 
Kihnelt, Wilhelm (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Graz, Austria) 


Kummel, Bernhard (Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard University, 
Cambridge, Mass., U.S.A.) 
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Lecompte, M. (Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, Bruzelles, 
Belgium) 


Lemche, Henning (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 


Mansour, Kamel (Faculty of Sciences, Ibrahim University, Cairo, Egypt) 
Mayr, Ernst (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 


Meinertzhagen, Richard (Chairman, Standing Committee on Ornithological 
Nomenclature) 


Melville, R. V. (Geological Survey and Museum, London) 


Mertens, Robert (Senckenbergische Naturforschende Gesellschaft, Senckenberg- 
Anlage, Frankfurt a.M., Germany) 


Metcalf, Z. P. (North Carolina State College of Agriculture and Engineering, 
Raleigh, N.C., U.S.A.) 


Michener, Charles D. (University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) 
Miller, A. K. (State University of Iowa, Iowa City, Iowa, U.S.A.) 
Moore, Raymond C. (University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) 
Morrison-Scott, T. C. 8. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Muesebeck, C. F. W. (United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of 
Entomology and Plant Quarantine, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Muir-Wood, Dr. Helen (British Museum (Natural History), London) 
Munroe, Eugene G. (Department of Agriculture, Ottawa, Canada) 


Myers, George S. (Stanford University, Stanford, California, U.S.A.) 


Nani, Alberto (Museo Argentino de Ciencias Naturales, Buenos Aires, Argentina) 


Palmer, Mrs. Katherine V. W. (Paleontological Research Institute, Ithaca, N.Y., 
UEScAG 


Pearson, Joseph (Tasmanian Museum, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia) 
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Philip, Cornelius B. (National Microbiological Institute, Rocky Mountain 
Laboratory, Hamilton, Montana, U.S.A.) 


Prantl, Ferdinand (Secretary, Czechoslovak National Committee on Zoological 
Nomenclature, Prague, Czechoslovakia) 


Rees, W. J. (British Musewm (Natural History), London) 


Reeside, John B., Jr. (United States Geological Survey, Washington, D.C., 
U.S.A.) 


Remington, Charles L. (Osborn Zoological Laboratory, Yale University, New 
Haven, Connecticut, U.S.A.) 


Richter, Rudolf (Senckenbergisches Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut, 
Senckenberg-Anlage, Frankfurt a.M., Germany) 


Riley, N. D. (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Runnstrom, J. (Wenner-grens Institut, Stockholm) 


Sabrosky, Curtis W. (United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of 
Entomology and Plant Quarantine, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Salomonsen, Finn (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 

Schmidt, Karl P. (Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, Illinois, U.S.A.) 
Sinclair, G. Winston (Ohio Wesleyan University, Delaware, Ohio, U.S.A.) 
Smith, Hobart M. (University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois, U.S.A.) 

Sparck, R. (Universitetets Zoologisk Museum, Copenhagen) 

Stammer, Hans-Jurgen (L7langen Universitat, Erlangen, Germany) 

Stoll, Norman R. (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York) 


Straelen, Victor van (Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, 
Bruxelles, Belgium) 


Stresemann, Erwin (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin) 
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Stubblefield, C. J. (Geological Survey and Museum, London) 


Sylvester-Bradley, P. C. (Sheffield University, Department of Geology, Sheffield) 


Thomas, Gwyn (Imperial College of Science and Technology, London) 


Trewavas, Dr. Ethelwynn (British Museum (Natural History), London) 


Uchida, Tohru (Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Japan) 
Urquhart, F. A. (Royal Museum of Zoology and Palaeontology, Toronto, Canada) 


Usinger, Robert L. (University of California, Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) 


Vayssiére, P. (Muséum National d’ Histoire Naturelle, Paris) 


Viette, P. (Muséum National d’ Histoire Naturelle, Paris) 
Wetmore, Alexander (Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


Zimmer, John T. (American Museum of Natural History, New York) 
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APPENDIX. 2 


THE PRINCIPLE OF CONSERVATION: FOUR DRAFT PROPOSALS 
SUBMITTED TO THE COLLOQUIUM ON ZOOLOGICAL 
NOMENCLATURE 


DOCUMENT 1 


Draft proposed by Dr. ERNST MAYR (American Museum of Natural History, 
New York)®*, as amended in discussion at the afternoon Session of the Colloquium 
on 31st July, 1953 


(included in Colloquium Paper Z.N.(C.)22 issued on 4th August, 1953%°) 


Where two specific names are available for a given taxonomic unit, the 
older of these names shall be the valid one for that unit, unless it is invalid 
as a junior homonym or it is rejected under the procedure specified below. 


Any specific name which has been published for not less than sixty years 
and which has been adopted for a given taxonomic unit (a) in at least ten 
publications, and (b) by two or more authors, shall be deemed to be worthy 
of conservation in the interests of stability. Except as provided below, such 
a name is not to be replaced by a senior subjective synonym where the latter 
has not been applied to the taxonomic unit concerned during the preceding 
fifty years. Where an author considers it desirable that such a change should 
be made, he shall, when making that change, cite bibliographical references 
to two occasions on which during the prescribed period the senior synonym 
has been adopted for the taxonomic unit concerned by at least two separate 
authors. Where an author has recorded such a name without adopting it. 
his action does not qualify as a usage under the foregoing provisions. 


®8 Later Dr. Ernst Mayr participated in the submission of an alternative draft. See 
Document 4 of the present Appendix. 

®° The draft reproduced as Document 2 of the present Appendix was also included, as an 
alternative, in Colloquium Paper Z.N.(C.)22. 
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DOCUMENT 2 


Alternative draft submitted jointly by Dr. CARL L. HUBBS (Scripps Institution 
of Oceanography, La Jolla) and Mr. W. I. FOLLETT (California Academy of 
Sciences) 


(draft handed in on Ist August, 1953, in part as a redraft of, and, in 
part, as an amendment of, the draft discussed by the Colloquium 
on Zoological Nomenclature at its afternoon Session on 
3lst July, 1953; included as an alternative draft for 
consideration in Colloquium Paper Z.N.(C.)22) 


It is proposed that provision should be made in the Section of the Régles 
applying to both genera and species for the application of the Rule of Priority 
with the following limitation :— 


When two (or more) available names of equal rank are regarded as 
based on the same taxonomic unit, the older (or the oldest), if not a junior 
homonym, should ordinarily be the valid name. The junior name, 
however, will become valid if and when the following conditions are both 
fulfilled :— 


(1) Evidence is published, with bibliographical references, that 
the junior name is at least sixty years old and has been adopted 
for that taxonomic unit by two or more authors (or co-authors) 
in more than nine publications ; and that the senior name 
has not been applied to that taxonomic unit during the past 
fifty years in any publication (ncmenclators and other purely 
bibliographic treatises excepted). 


(2) Notice of the publication of such evidence has been presented 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. 


The junior name shall be invalidated if within two years from the 
date of publication of that notice, evidence, accompanied by bibliographic 
references, has been received by the International Commission that the 
senior name was adopted for that taxonomic unit during the stipulated 
fifty-year period in at least two publications by different authors. The 
junior name may then be revalidated only by the International Com- 
mission using its Plenary Power. 


100 Later Mr. Follett participated in the submission of an alternative draft. See Document 4 
of the present Appendix. 
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DOCUMENT 3 


Alternative draft submitted by Mr. N. D. RILEY (British Musewm (Natural 
History)) 


(communicated to the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature on 6th August, 
1953, as Colloquium Paper Z.N.(C.)26) 


When two names are available for a given taxon, the older, unless an invalid 
junior homonym, shall prevail, eacept that a junior synonym that has been 
(a) published not less than sixty years and (b) adopted for the given taxon 
by two or more separate authors, shall be conserved in the interests of stability, 
and is not to be replaced by the senior synonym except under the following 
conditions :— 


(i) that evidence satisfactory to the Commission is submitted to it, 
citing references to at least two works (nomenclators and biblio- 
graphic treatises excepted) which demonstrate that the senior 
synonym has been applied to the given taxonomic unit within the 
last fifty years ; 


(ii) that notification of the receipt of such evidence is published in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ; 


(iii) that the Commission, after a lapse of two years from the date of 
publication of the notification, rules that such replacement shall 
take place. 


DOCUMENT 4 


Alternative draft submitted jointly by Mr. W. I. FOLLETT (California Academy 

of Sciences), Dr. ERNST MAYR (American Museum of Natural History, New 

York), Mr. R. V. MELVILLE (Geological Survey and Museum, London) and 
Professor ROBERT L. USINGER (University of California, Berkeley) 


(communicated to the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature on 6th August, 
1953, as Colloquium Paper Z.N.(C.)27) 


A valid name in general current use should not be displaced by a senior 
synonym which has not been in similar use during the past fifty years. The 
mere citation of a name (in synonymy or in recording publications) does not 
constitute use of that name in the sense of this Article. 


Where an author proposes to displace a junior synonym in general current 
use, he must cite bibliographical evidence to show that his intended action 
would promote stability and universality of nomenclature ; and must give 
notice of his proposal in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, when, if 
unchallenged before the end of [——] years, the proposed change shall be made. 


In groups where the standard works are more than fifty years old, specialists 
may apply to the Commission for an extension of the specified period of fifty 
years. 
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APPENDIX 3 


COPYRIGHT OF PUBLICATIONS ISSUED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
TRUST FOR ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE : STATEMENT ISSUED BY 
THE TRUST ON 8th JUNE, 1953 


(published on 24th July, 1953, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 512-513) 


STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE 
INTERNATIONAL TRUST FOR ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


In view of requests for guidance received as to the extent to which, and 
the conditions in which, documents published by it may be quoted or repro- 
duced in other publications, the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 
has issued the following announcement. 


Extent to which, and conditions in which, documents published 
by the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature may be 
quoted or reproduced in other publications 


(1) The International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature has no objection 
to’the publication, without prior permission having been obtained, 
of short extracts from books, serial publications or other matter 
published by it, where such quotations are required for the dis- 
cussion of nomenclatorial matters in scientific books or papers. 


(2) The International Trust is prepared also to give sympathetic con- 
sideration to applications submitted to it to publish more extended 
quotations from books, serial publications and other matter 
published by it. In such a case the applicant should give full 
particulars of the extracts which it is desired to publish and the 
reasons why it is desired to publish those quotations and, should 
give an assurance that, if permission is granted, (a) an acknowledg- 
ment of that permission will be included in the book or paper 
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concerned in a form to be agreed with the International Trust, 
(b) payment, by way of royalty, will be made to the International 
Trust of such sum as may be agreed upon between the Trust and 
the applicant, and (c) as soon as possible after the publication of 
a book or paper which, by permission of the Trust, contains 
extended quotations from books or other matter published by it, 
a copy of the book or paper containing these quotations will be 
transmitted by the applicant to the Trust at its Registered Offices. 


(3) The International Trust is dependent for by far the greater part of 
its income upon the revenue derived from the sale of its publica- 
tions. It cannot, therefore, see its way to grant permission for the 
publication in full by other bodies of books, articles and other 
matter published by it, and in the circumstances it would not 
expect that a request of this kind would be submitted to it. 


Offices of the International Trust 
for Zoological Nomenclature, 

41, Queen’s Gate, 

London, 8.W.7. 

8th June, 1953. 
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DOCUMENT No. 2 


Language of the substantive text of the ‘‘ Régles 
Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique,”’’ 
as revised and expanded by the Copenhagen 
Congress, 1953 


Langue officielle des Régles Internationales de la 
Nomenclature Zoologique, revisées & nouveau 
et developpées par le Congrés de Copenhague, 
1953 
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SUBSTANTIVE LANGUAGE OF THE INTERNATIONAL RULES 
OF ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


Minute by the President of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology 


The Section on Nomenclature of the Fourteenth International Congress 
of Zoology submitted a recommendation that, subject to the prior approval 
of the Comité Permanént of the International Zoological Congresses, the 
Congress at its Final Concilium Plenum should be asked to adopt a Resolution 
providing that in place of the French Language, the English language should 
be the language of the substantive text of the International Rules of Zoological 
Nomenclature as revised by the Copenhagen Congress. Objection was taken 
to this proposal on behalf of the French zoologists, and in consequence I felt 
that the proposal was not-one which it was desirable should be put to the 
Congress. I accordingly so notified Mr. Francis Hemming just before the 
opening of the Final Concilium Plenum. In agreement with myself, 
Mr. Hemming thereupon announced to the Concilium Plenum that the French 
language would, it was proposed, retain its position as the substantive language 
of the International Rules. 


2. Since the close of the Congress Mr. Hemming has notified me that 
he has received expressions of keen regret at the foregoing decision from 
German, Netherland, United Kingdom and United States zoologists who had 
attended the meetings of the Section on Nomenclature and the Congress as 
well as the prolonged meetings of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature 
held prior to the opening of the Congress. The zoologists by whom these 
representations have been submitted have made it clear that their object was 
not in any sense to displace the French language from the historic position 
which it has held ever since the adoption of the present Rules which owed 
their inspiration to Professor Raphael Blanchard, the French Secretary-General 
of the First International Congress held in Paris in 1889 and the President of 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature at the time when 
the Rules were finally enacted by the Fourth International Congress at Berlin 
in 1901. The representations submitted to Mr. Hemming were of an entirely 
different order. The purpose of the zoologists who at the recent Congress 
sought to elevate English to the rank of a substantive language was to 
avoid the delay—which at the shortest could hardly be less than one year in 
duration—which would inevitably be involved in the promulgation of the 
revised Rules if in the future as in the past the sole substantive language were 
to be the French language. For the bulk of the discussions relating to the 
revision of the Rules was conducted in the English language both at the Paris 
Congress of 1948 and at the Copenhagen Congress of this year, and the Official 
Record of the decisions on this matter taken by both Congresses is in the 
English language. Whatever decision were to be taken as the substantive 
text of the revised Rules, the first text of those Rules would inevitably be in 
the English language, it not being possible to commence the compilation of 
a French text until after the completion of the English text. 
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LANGUE OFFICIELLE DES REGLES INTERNATIONALES 
DE LA NOMENCLATURE ZOOLOGIQUE 


Minute du Président du XIVéme Congrés International de Zoologie 


La Section de Nomenclature du XTVéme Congrés International de Zoologie 
arecommandé que, sous réserve de approbation préalable du Comité Permanent 
des Congrés Zoologiques Internationaux, on prie le Congrés & sa Séance Pléniére 
Finale d’adopter une résolution remplacant la langue frangaise par la langue 
anglaise pour le texte officiel des Régles Internationales de la Nomenclature 
Zoologique révisées par le Congrés de Copenhague. Vu Vopposition des zoo- 
logues francais, je n’ai pas jugé opportun de proposer cette motion au Congrés. 
Avant l’ouverture de la Séance Pléniére Finale, j’ai fait part de cette décision 
a M. Francis Hemming, et celui-ci a annoncé au Congrés que le frangais resterait 
la langue officielle des Régles Internationales. 


2. Depuis la cléture du Congrés, M. Hemming m’a fait savoir qu’il a recu 
de zoologues allemands, néerlandais, anglais et américains ayant assisté aux 
travaux de la Section de Nomenclature, au Congrés, et aux longues réunions du 
Colloque de la Nomenclature Zoologique antérieure 4 ce dernier, des messages 
exprimant le vif regret qu’ils avaient éprouvé a la suite de cette décision. 
Les auteurs de ces protestations ont tenu a préciser que leur but n’était nulle- 
ment de faire perdre & la langue frangaise le réle historique qu’elle joue depuis 
Vadoption des Régles actuelles inspirées par le professeur Raphaél Blanchard, 
qui fut Secrétaire Général du Premier Congrés International, tenu 4 Paris 
en 1889, et était Président de la Commission Internationale de la Nomenclature 
Zoologique a l’époque ot les Régles furent définitivement adoptées par le 
IVéme Congrés International, tenu 4 Berlin en 1901. Les représentations 
faites 4 M. Hemming étaient d’un ordre tout différent. Le but des zoologues 
qui, au récent Congrés, avaient voulu élever l’anglais au rang de langue officielle, 
était d’éviter une perte de temps—qui ne pouvait étre de moins d’un an— 
et qui était inévitable si le frangais restait, comme par le passé, seule langue 
officielle pour la promulgation des Régles révisées. En effet, la majeure partie 
des discussions touchant la révision des Régles ont eu lieu en anglais, au Congrés 
de Paris (1948) comme 4 celui de Copenhague (1953), de sorte que le procés- 
verbal officiel des décisions prises sur la question 4 l’un comme a l’autre congrés, 
est en anglais. Quelque décision que l’on prenne sur le chapitre de la langue 
du texte officiel des Régles révisées, le texte premier de ces Régles serait en 
anglais, et il ne serait pas possible de commencer a préparer un texte frangais 
avant l’achévement de la rédaction du texte anglais. 
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3. Zoologists in all parts of the world are anxiously awaiting the 
publication of the revised Rules and it would not, in my opinion, be right 
to impose any unnecessary delay in this matter, especially a delay arising 
out of purely formal-causes such as the choice of the language to be adopted 
for the substantive text. I was so much impressed by the gravity and 
representative character of the representations submitted in this matter that, 
on their being reported to me, I came to the conclusion that means ought, 
if possible, to be devised which would meet the substance of those representa- 
tions without impinging upon the decision of the recent Congress that the French 
language should retain its position as the language of the substantive text of 
the Rules. It appeared to me that such a solution could be attained if, in 
addition to the French language, the English language were to be elevated 
to the status of a substantive language for the Rules. I accordingly put this 
suggestion to Mr. Hemming, at the same time expressing the view that such 
a solution would be acceptable only if a firm undertaking were to be given 
on behalf of the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature that, in 
consultation with the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, 
it would arrange for the preparation of a French text of the revised Rules 
immediately the terms of the English text had been settled and would publish 
this text at the earliest possible date and at the same price as that proposed 
to be fixed for the English text. Mr. Hemming, as Managing Director of the 
International Trust, after consulting his colleagues, at once gave me an 
unqualified assurance on behalf of the Trust in the sense that I had asked for. 
Mr. Hemming’s letter is annexed hereto. 


4. I am satisfied that a solution on the foregoing lines is in the general 
interest and will be acclaimed by zoologists in all countries. I have therefore 
authorised and instructed Mr. Hemming to include with the Official Report 
of the decisions on nomenclature taken by the Fourteenth International 
Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, the present Minute directing that, 
subject to the undertaking given by the International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature that it will arrange for the preparation and publication of a 
French text of the revised Rules, identical in substance and in form with the 
English text, immediately after the English text has been finally approved :— 


(1) The French and English texts of the International Rules of Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature, as revised by the Thirteenth International 
Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948, and as further revised and 
expanded by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Copenhagen, 1953, prepared in the manner agreed upon by the 
last-named Congress and published by the International Trust 
for Zoological Nomenclature are both authentic, that is, the French 
text is the substantive text of the Rules and so also is the English 
text. 
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8. Les zoologues du monde entier attendent avec impatience la publica- 
tion des Régles révisées, et & mon avis, il serait regrettable de prolonger 
inutilement leur attente, surtout pour une raison de pure forme, comme celle 
de la langue du texte officiel. J’ai été frappé par la force de ces objections, 
et par le nombre de représentants qui les ont faites, tant et si bien que je suis 
arrivé & la conclusion quwil conviendrait, si possible, de trouver moyen de 
donner satisfaction & ceux-ci, sans toutefois revenir sur la décision prise au 
récent Congrés, de garder le frangais comme langue officielle des Régles. I] 
m’a semblé que ces résultats seraient atteints en ¢levant l’anglais au rang 
de langue officielle de ces Régles, parallélement 4 la langue frangaise. J’ai 
done fait cette suggestion 4 M. Hemming, lui disant en méme temps que cette 
solution ne serait acceptable que si VInternational Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature prenait V’engagement formel de préparer, de concert avec 
l’International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, un texte frangais 
des Régles révisées, dés que le texte anglais en aurait été établi, et que si ce 
texte était publié le plus t6t possible, et au méme prix que le texte anglais. 
M. Hemming, Directeur-Gérant de ’International Trust, aprés avoir consulté 
ses collégues, m’a immédiatement donné au nom du Trust l’assurance sans 
réserves qu'il en serait ainsi. On trouvera ci-joint la lettre de M. Hemming. 


4, Je suis convaincu que la solution suggérée ci-dessus est conforme 
a Vintérét général, et sera applaudie par les zoologues de tous les pays. J'ai 
done prié M. Hemming d’ajouter au procés-verbal des décisions sur la 
nomenclature prises au XT Véme Congrés International de Zoologie (Copenhague, 
1953) la minute ci-apres, valable sous réserve de l’engagement pris par |’Inter- 
national Trust, de faire préparer et publier un texte francais des Régles révisées, 
identique au texte anglais, et par le contenu, et par la forme, aussitét aprés 
Vapprobation définitive du texte anglais :— 


(1) Les textes francais et anglais des Régles Internationales de la 
Nomenclature Zoologique,- révisées par le XIIIéme Congrés 
International de Zoologie (Paris, 1948); révisées & nouveau et 
développées par le XIVéme Congrés; préparées conformément 
aux décisions de ce dernier Congrés ; et publiées par l’ International 
Trust, sont tous deux authentiques, c’est-i-dire que le texte 
frangais fera foi, et que le texte anglais fera également foi. 
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(2) In the event of its having been alleged at any time that on a due 
construction of the words employed there is a difference of meaning 
in any provision as between the two substantive texts, the matter 
is at once to be laid before the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, whose decision shall be final. 


5. I further direct that, in order to prevent any misunderstanding in this 
matter the foregoing decisions be incorporated in each of the substantive 
texts of the Rules as revised and approved by the Copenhagen Congress under 
my Presidency. 


R. SPARCK, 
President, 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Copenhagen, 1953 


Copenhagen, 


7th November, 1953. 
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(2) Si quelqu’un alléguait qu’une interprétation légitime des mots 
employés puisse donner lieu 4 une différence de sens entre les deux 
textes, la question serait aussit6t portée devant la Commission 
Internationale de la Nomenclature Zoologique, dont la décision 
sera sans appel. 


5. J’ordonne en outre qu’afin d’éviter toute méprise sur ce point, les 
décisions précédentes figurent sur lun et l'autre texte officiel des Régles 
révisées et approuvées sous ma présidence par le Congrés de Copenhague. 


R. SPARCK, 
President du XIVéeme Congres 
International de Zoologie, Copenhague, 1953 


Copenhague, 


le 7 novembre, 1953. 


ANNEXE 


Letter dated 8rd November, 1953, from Mr. Francis Hemming, 
Managing Director, International Trust for Zoological 
Nomenclature, to Professor R. Sparck, President, 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology 


International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, 
28, Park Village East, 
Regent’s Park, 
London, N.W.1. 


3rd November, 1953 


My dear President, 


Question of the Substantive Language for the International 
Rules of Zoological Nomenclature as revised by the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Copenhagen, 1953 


I have to thank you for your letter of 30th October written in reply 
to my letter of 27th October in which I reported to you the representations 
which since the close of the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
I had received from German, Netherland, United Kingdom and United States 
zoologists who had attended that Congress and its Section on Nomenclature 
and who were greatly disturbed at the last-minute decision not to put to the 
Final Concilium Plenum of the Congress the recommendation of the Section 
on Nomenclature that the English language should be adopted as the language 
of the substantive text of the International Rules as revised by the Thirteenth 
International Congress, Paris, 1948, and as further revised and expanded 
this year by the Fourteenth International Congress at Copenhagen. 


2. In the letter under reply you express the view—with which I fully 
agree—that the decisions on zoological nomenclature taken by the Final 
Concilium Plenum of the Copenhagen Congress held on the afternoon of 12th 
August, 1953, included a decision that the French language shall be the language 
of the substantive text of the International Rules as revised by that Congress. 
In the same letter you went on to recall that in modern conditions it is a common 
practice for texts of important international documents in more than one 
language to be declared to be equally authentic, each text being treated as 
a substantive text. You were then good enough to inform me that, in view 
of the serious representations reported in my letter of 27th October—and 
having regard, in particular, to the need for avoiding any action which would 
lead to any unnecessary delay in the formal promulgation of the International 
Rules as revised by the Fourteenth International Congress under your 
Presidency—you had in mind to issue directions that the French and English 
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APPENDICE 


Lettre du 3 novembre 1953 de M. Francis Hemming, Directeur-Gérant 
de l’International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, 4 M. le 
professeur R. Sparek, Président du XI1Véme Congrés 
International de Zoologie 


International Trust for 
Zoological Nomenclature, 
28, Park Village East, 
Regent’s Park, 

Londres, N.W.1. 


le 3 novembre, 1953 


Monsieur le Président, 


Sujet : Langue Officielle des Régles Internationales de la Nomenclature 
Zoologique, révisées au XIVeme Congrés International de Zoologie, 
Copenhague, 1953. 


J’ai Vhonneur de vous accuser réception de votre lettre du 30 octobre 
répondant & la mienne du 27 octobre, ot je portais & votre connaissance les 
observations que j’ai recues depuis la cléture du X[Véme Congrés International 
de Zoologie de la part de zoologues d’Allemagne, des Pays-Bas, du Royaume- 
Uni et des Etats-Unis ayant pris part au dit Congrés et aux travaux de sa 
Section de Nomenclature, exprimant le profond regret qu’ils éprouvaient de la 
décision prise en derniére heure de ne pas proposer & la Séance Pléniére Finale 
du Congrés la recommandation de la Section de Nomenclature visant l’adoption 
de la langue anglaise comme langue du texte officiel des Régles révisées par le 
XITéme Congrés International (Paris, 1948), révisées 4 nouveau et développées 
cette année par le Congrés de Copenhague. 


2. Dansyvotre lettre, vous émettez l’avis—que je partage entitrement— 
que les décisions prises par la Séance Pléniére Finale du Congrés de Copenhague 
dans Paprés-midi du 12 aout 1953 contenaient une disposition suivant laquelle 
la langue frangaise serait la langue du texte officiel des Régles Internationales 
de la Nomenclature Zoologique révisées par le dit Congrés. Vous signalez 
d’autre part dans la méme lettre que ces derniers temps, la pratique s’est 
répandue de déclarer également authentiques les textes en différentes langues 
de documents internationaux importants, chacun de ceux-ci étant considéré 
comme un texte officiel Vous avez bien voulu m’informer ensuite que vu les 
graves observations signalées dans ma lettre du 27 octobre, et surtout vu 
la nécessité d’éviter tout ce qui pourrait entrainer un délai dans la promulgation 
des Régles révisées par le XTVéme Congrés International de Zoologie sous 

‘votre Présidence, vous aviez envisagé de prescrire que les textes francais et 
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texts of those Rules should be treated as equally authentic. You explained, 
however, that you would be disposed to take such a decision only if the 
International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, by which it was agreed 
by the Copenhagen Congress that the revised Rules should be published, 
would give an undertaking that, in the event of your taking such a decision, 
it would for its part arrange for the preparation of a French text, identical 
in substance and in form with the English text, immediately the latter text 
had been settled and would publish this text at the earliest possible moment 
and at the same price as that proposed to be fixed for the English text. 


3. Immediately upon the receipt of your letter, I consulted my colleagues 
and I now write to give you an unqualified assurance on behalf of the Inter- 
national Trust for Zoological Nomenclature that, if, as President of the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, you decide to direct that the 
French and English texts of the International Rules of Zoological Nomenclature, 
as revised and approved by the above Congress shall be equally authentic, 
that is, that both these texts shall be substantive texts, the Trust will arrange, 
in conjunction with the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, 
for the preparation of a French text, identical in substance and in form with 
the English text immediately the latter text has been settled and will publish 
the French text at the earliest possible moment and at the same price as that 
proposed to be fixed for the English text. An arrangement on these lines will, 
the Trust realises, involve it in some financial loss through the reduction 
which must be expected in the demand for the French text compared with that 
which would be likely if that text were to be the sole authentic text, but, in view 
of the importance of securing a satisfactory settlement of the difficulties referred 
to at the beginning of the present letter, the Trust is happy to make the fore- 
going contribution towards the solution of those difficulties. 


I have the honour to be, 
My dear President, 
Your Obedient Servant, 


FRANCIS HEMMING, 
Managing Director, 
International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 


Professor Ragnar Spiirck, 
President, 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Krystalgade 27, 
COPENHAGEN K, 
Denmark. 
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anglais des dites Régles soient considérés comme également authentiques. 
Vous avez toutefois ajouté que vous ne prendriez cette décision qu’a la condition 
que l’International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature, auquel le Congrés 
de Copenhague avait confié le soin de la publication des Reégles révisées, 
eengagedt, si vous agissiez ainsi, & préparer un texte frangais identique au 
sexte anglais par le contenu et par la forme, aussit6t que celui-ci aurait établi, 
tt que le texte frangais pardt le plus tét possible, et fit mis en vente au méme 
prix que le texte anglais. 


3. Dés la réception de votre lettre, j’ai consulté mes collegues, et je suis 
& méme de vous donner l’assurance sans réserve au nom de |’International 
Trust for Zoological Nomenclature qu’au cas oll, en votre qualité de Président 
du XIVeme Congres International de Zoologie, vous décideriez de prescrire 
que le texte francais et le texte anglais des Réegles Internationales de la 
Nomenclature Zoologique révisées et approuvées par le dit Congrés soient 
également authentiques, c’est-a-dire, que les deux textes soient reconnus comme 
textes officiels, le Trust, de concert avec la Commission Internationale de la 
Nomenclature Zoologique, rédigerait un texte frangais identique par le contenu 
et par la forme au texte anglais aussit6t que celui-ci aurait été établi. Le 
texte frangais serait publié le plus tét que possible et mis en vente au méme 
prix que le texte anglais. Il n’échappe pas au Trust que cette décision lui 
imposerait un sacrifice matériel, étant donné que écoulement du texte frangais 
serait inférieur 4 ce qu'il serait si le texte francais était le seul authentique. 
Néanmoins, en vue de l’importance que présente une solution satisfaisante des 
difficultés mentionnées au début de la présente, le Trust n’est que trop heureux 
de faire ce sacrifice pour remédier a ces difficultés. 


Veuillez agréer, Monsieur le Président, Vassurance de mes sentiments 
les plus distingués. 


FRANCIS HEMMING, 


Le Directeur-Gérant, 
de V' International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature 


Monsieur le Professeur Ragnar Sparck, 

Président du XITVéme Congrés International de Zoologie, 
Krystalgade 27, 

COPENHAGEN K, 

Denmark. 
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